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iLLS — In cases of strike-ot outs , 
-” substitutions made _ by 
, testator after execution of 
the will, the better rule is not 
to automatically probate the 
gill as originally written but 
1 abide by testator’s inten- 
tions as determined from 
‘tina BM proofs of the surrounding cir- 
“4 ymstances at the time of the 
‘ change. 
giving yn a hearing to determine 
ioe ystator’s intentions as to the 
effect to be accorded an inef- 
fectual change in the will at- 
tempted by the testator, can- 
elled words must be deemed 
revoked unless the court is 
atisfied by a preponderance 
MM of the evidence that testator 
rk, N gould have preferred’ the 
sords probated had he been 
aware that a choice must be 
0 Box 3 made between cancellation of 
. the gift and effectuation as 
NTED originally written. 













from an opinion by 
A. D. rendered May 
yellate Div. Morris v. 
spondent Ralph S. 

n, Griffin & Moore, 
r appellants — Nathan 





appeal from a 
itting to probate 
ink Shuler as orig- 
written, without cer- 
terlineations and cancel- 
ippearing in pen on the 









NTED 


in 1948. As 
will gave 
or if she 
her niece 
and if she 
then to the 
fs May Stewart. The 
tor, in ink, deleted the 
f Mrs. Morris and Mrs. 

rt and the words “niece” 
ding each and interlined in 

r the place where Mrs. 
“1 words 
Tross- 
ese 
sequence 
bequests 
were like- 
out and that of Dor- 
b interlined. At 
tf the will there was a 
‘hanged by me this 
Jan. 1956. Frank E. 


The will was made 

ly made, the 
his wife, 
him, to 
larette Morris 
predeceased 





tate ) 





ame was, 
Doroth 
NV hed 
vision for 
rices as for 
here 








ne ames 


VYERS i struck 








xay5 













died April 29, 1956. 
ieceased him but the 
grandniece all sur- 
the will as probated 
kes the estate and 
nix. The appellants 
leirs and next of 
“sa and half sis- 
contend _ testator 
been held to have 


utr 


juestion is whether 
on of the name of 
legally ineffective 
ineation at the same 
name of Dorothy 
No one contends 


ne inter) 





testator assumed 
rported gift to Doro- 
i and hence that he 
evoke the gift to 
bsolutely: it is quite 
that he had in mind 
namely, that the 
Was to be ineffectual 
to Dorothy failed. 
Is not a case of a 
ade on condition. At 
be inferred that 















ti al 


effectiveness of the 
gift to Dorothy. 


i Such a cancellation is 
anied by an ineffective 
: fation, both forming part 
- Wansaction, the authori- 













igests of Recent t Opinions 


ties in most jurisdictions auto- 
matically probate the will as 
origin ally y executed. This is called 
the doctrine of dependent rela- 
tive revocation. 

The better rule in the case 
strike-outs and substitutions 
not to probate 


of 
is 
mechanically the 


will as it originally stood, but to 
abide by the testator’s inten- 
tions. Proof is admissible as to 
the testator’s relations with the 
original beneficiaries at about 
the time of the cancellation and 
as to other surrounding circum- 
stances which might cast light 
on his tentions at that time. 
On such undertaking, the can- 


celled words must be deemed to 


have been revoked unless the 
court is satisfied, by a prepond- 
erance of the proofs and infer- 
ence that the testator would 


preferred to have the words 











probated had he been aware that 
a choice must be made between 
cancellation of the gift and an 
effectuation of it as originally 
‘ase here was heard be- 
ow on nothing but the argument 
of counsel and their memoranda 
of law. Under the circumstances 
jus e call: for a remand for 
the taking of proofs as above in- 
dicated and for such further 
findi1 and conclusions as the 
lal court may wish to make 
N respect to such proofs. The 
conclusion in this case should 
not rest merely on speculations 
dr n from the face of the will. 
Appeal retained in the mean- 
time 


Court Rules Proof That 
Confessed Killer Is Liar 


Can't Erase Confession 

Los Angeles (ACCN) Evi- 
dence that a confessed criminal 
is a pathological liar can’t serve 
the purpose of erasing the con- 
fession, the District Court of 
Appeal here has ruled. The 
opinion was expressed in the 
case People v. Robert S. Wil- 
liar Criminal 5781) upon the 
pp f the defendant. 

Ww ms was sentenced to life 









t following the trial 
verdict of being guilty of 
of first degree. The deci- 


based on two confes- 
y the defendant both 
reely by him. 


appeal the defendant’s 
neys cited the testimony of 
other and brother as to the 
at Williams was a notor- 
and also the testimony 

witness, a psychia- 
after examining the 
stated that he was a 


ogical 


no 
defendant, 





pathol liar. 

The expert witness stated 
that Williams may have con- 
fessed in order to make unhappy 
his relatives or even cause har- 
to authorities investi- 
gating the case. However, the 
expert witness, could not defi- 
a state that the defendant 
was lying in this case, the Apel- 
court pointed out. 
affirming the trial court’s 

on, the District Court of 
Appeal stated that the confes- 
sion is the highest degree of 
evidence and that it seems to be 
beyond any reasonable doubt 
that a person does not confess 
to a crime the way Williams con- 
fessed to it, unless he commit- 
ted it 

Justice Allen W. Ashburn 
wrote the opinion. Presiding 
Justice Minor Moore and Jus- 
tice pro tem Philip H. Richards 
concurred. 


7 + 
assment 





hots 


In 
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American Bar Launches 
National Speakers 
Bureau 


Over 200 Lawyers and Judges 
Available To Speak On 17 
Topics 


The American Bar Association 
on May 10 embarked on a major 
new project to broaden and 
strengthen the legal profession’s 
program of public edu 

The Association, throug 
Committee on Publi 











has established a é 
Speakers Bureau and has ex- 
tended invitations to leading na- 
tional lay organizations to use 
its services. The objective of the 
new public service progr: to 
provide qualified lawye and 
judges as speakers before na- 
tional, regional and state meet- 
ings of laymen and professional 
groups. Chief Judge Bolitha J. 
Laws of the U. S. District Court 
for the District of Columbia is 
chairman. 

More than 200 and 
judges, all members of the ABA, 
have consented to accept speak- 
ing engagements throu the 
Bureau. Each will spe thout 
honorarium, as a service to the 
public and the profe Or- 
ganizations extendin: vita- 
tions will, however, agree to bear 
all actual travel expense 

The following 17 speech topics, 
covering a wide range ub- 
iects related to law, lawyers, and 
the courts, will be offered 

The Courts - What Our Courts 
Do For You, Traffic Jam The 
Courts, Fair Trial - Free Press, 
Don’t Dodge Jury Ser Our 
Traffic Courts. 

The Law and Lawyers Nhat 
Laymen Should Know About 
Lawyers, You and the Law, 
Should Your Child Be AI yer? 
People Without Lawye The 
Bar and the Public 

Special Subjects - Do We Need 
Bigger Prisons?, Innocent Until 
Proved Guilty, Law for Womer 
Endowed With Certain I ien- 
able Rights, Patents for Progress 
The Lawyer’s Role In Business, 
The Impact on Busine Fed- 
eral Laws and Regul 

The new project is being in- 
itially tried out on a “pil basis 
in the three-state area embraced 
by Federai Judicial Circuit III. 
As the program unfolds and de- 
velops, services will gradually be 
extended circuit-by-circuit until 
the entire nation is included ir 
the project. 

Invitations to utilize the ser- 
vices of the Bureau were ent 
out to a select group of onal 
lay organizations within the 
three-state area on May 10 with 
a copy of an attractive pamphlet 
describing the proposed services 


Special Bar News Edition 
Sent to A.B.A. London 
Delegates 


A special twelve-page edition 
of the American Bar News, con- 
taining a complete sum y of 
the many events scheduled to 
take place in England July 24-30 
and answers to specific queries 
regarding the forthcom meet- 








ing, is being distributed to all 
ABA London registrants under 
date of June 1. 

In addition to major stories 
about main events occurring 
during the seven-day meeting, 
the Bar News has features on 
what to wear and when to wear 


it, tips on tipping, highlights of 


post-convention trips, and a 
schedule of professional events 
and individual invitations of 


hospitality. 





NOTICE TO THE BAR 


Re: Summer Schedule 
Rule 1:28-5 
1. The Appellate Division will sit on Monday of each weex in 
Newark, in Room 307 of the Essex County Hall of Records, or in 
Trenton, in Room 406 of the Mercer County Court House, as the 
schedule indicates. 


2. The Superior Court judge assigned to the trial division, Law 
and Chancery, as indicated in the schedule, will sit in Trenton in 
Room 406 of the Mercer County Court House and in Camden in 
Courtroom 5 of the Camden County Court House. The judge as- 
signed to the Law Division in Newark will sit in Room 203 and the 
judge assigned to the Chancery Division in Newark will sit in Room 
226 of the Essex County Court House. 


3. Motions will be heard as follows: 

(a) All Superior Court, Law Division, motions in matters 
which would be included in the integrated civil list of cases of 
the county (i.e. all motions except in proceedings in lieu of 
prerogative writs, condemnation matters and such matters as 
may only be heard by a Superior Court judge) shall be heard 
by the County Court judge of the county wherein the venue is 
laid on the regular scheduled motion day in that county. In 
counties having full time County judges motion day is Tuesday 
of each week. In counties having part time judges, motions 
will be heard on the court day fixed by the summer schedule. 

(b) Matrimonial motions will be returnable on Wednesday 
of each week before the Superior Court judges assigned to 
Newark for the northern counties (see R.R. 1:28-5(c) ) and 
Trenton or Camden for the southern counties. In Newark, 
where two or more Superior Court judges are assigned, the 
Clerk shall divide the motion list between them. When, how- 
ever, the judges regularly assigned to the hearing of matri- 
monial matters are sitting in their assigned vicinages (see 
summer schedule for matrimonial judges) motions should be 
made returnable before them on Wednesday. 


It is expected that this procedure will expedite the hearing of 
law motions during the summer by permitting attorneys to bring 
them before the County judges and by obviating the necessity for 
the transfer of the files by the County Clerk to Newark, Trenton or 
Camden, except in those cases where the matter is one which must 
be heard by a Superior Court judge. It is also anticipated that the 
convenience of attorneys will be served by the regular scheduling 
of matrimonial motions for a separate day each week. 

See Rule 1:28-5 for the procedure for getting motions listed. 

The Court Schedules are printed on Page 8 of this issue) 





Consequences of Property Tax Assessment 
At True Value 


in Switz v. Middletown allows as- 
sessors until 1959 to comply with 
the legislative requirement of 
“true value” or to change the 
statute. 

Presently, there is no uniform 
standard of assessment in New 
Jersey. Some municipalities as- 

11] prope rties at a percent- 
of “true value”, thus, at 
least achieving edauality albeit 
not in the manner required by 
the legislature. Other municipal- 


3y Lawrence L. Lasser* 

There is a touch of irony in 
the current apprehension of the 
effects of the requirement that 
all property be assessed at “true 
value”. The ‘true value” require- 
ment has been with us since 
1875, and normally there should 
have been enough time to adjust 
to the effects of this standard of 
property assessment. Our cur- 
rent difficulty stems from dec- 
ades of lip service to the “true 


age 


value” requirement without ser- jties assess different types of 
iously seeking compliance. In an property at different percent- 
era of farmland, small commun- ages of their full value, some 
ities and low taxes, the standard favoring residential properties 
of assessment was relatively un- and some favoring industrial 
important. Industrialization, di- properties. It is impossible to 
verse land use, and heavy tax recognize and adopt the status 


burdens have combined to high- 
light our entire tax structure, 
and bring into sharp focus, its 
weakest link; unequal assess- 
ment of property at varying per- 
centages of full value. 

We cannot be too surprised at 
the present turn of events. Most 
of us knew that it was coming. 
As early as 1945, the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in 
Cromwell v. Hillsborough, com- 
mented on the inequities of the 
New Jersey real property assess- 


quo by legislation because of the 
limitations of the Federal and 
State constitutional require- 
ments. An attempt to do some- 
thing of the sort by amendment 
of the New Jersey Constitution 
in 1956 failed. Thus, we are left 
in the position that no matter 
what the solution, compliance 
with the present “true value” 
statute or a revision of the tax- 
ing statutes will create substan- 
tial problems. Many municipal- 
ities particularly those primarily 


ment system. Recognizing the residential in character, can be 
Constitutional due process de- heard to say that “within our 
fects in the system, our New municipalities, everything is un- 


Jersey Supreme Court followed 
with decisions in the Baldwin 
Case and the Gibraltar Corru- 
gated Paper Case, establishing 
the principle of equality and the 
power of the administrative 
agencies to eliminate discrimin- 
ation among _ property-owners. 
The most recent pronouncement 
of the New Jersey Supreme Court 


der control”. This may be so, but 
every municipality is now faced 
with a certain amount of adjust- 
ment unless they comply with 
the Supreme Court’s mandate 
and assess all properties at their 
“true value.” 

Compliance with the statutory 
requirement of uniform assess- 
ment of all properties at their 
full value must necessarily be 
accompanied by serious problems 


*Assistant Professor of Law, Rutgers Law 
1 and Member of Law Firm of Lasser 
asser 
ks 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS : 


EVIDENCE — The applicability | in 1942 by the then owner and 


tr 


of the principle that the exist- | stated the rent to be $34.00 per 


ence of a fact at one time sus- 
tains an inference that it con- 
tinued until proof of a change 
is adduced, lies within discre- 
tionary determination of the 


month. The examiner recalled 
| that the mislaid file had con- 
tained three papers, two being 
the original and a copy of the 
registration and the third a slip, 


trial judge as to the likelihood | not otherwise described. He could 
of the persistence of the fact | not say whether the premises 
and depends on the nature of | had been decontrolled or the 
the subject matter and the} authorized rent increased. Plain- 


tiff did 
| owners 


not produce the 
and defendant 


time interval involved. 
EVIDENCE — RENT CONTROL | OV 
—Proof of rent registration in, W! 

1941, without more, held in- | 

sufficient to establish legal | 

rent continued at maximum 

therein fixed in 1956. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Weintraub, J. rendered June 3, | 
1957. Supreme Court. Brinson v. 


The issue thus presented 


| suffices to show the 


Hernandez. For appellant — Sey- | through the period covered by 
mour A. Smith. (Hein, Smith & | this suit. 
Mooney, attys). For respondent Held: Plaintiff contends the 


cies a fact 


inference 


existence of 
sustains an 


-Robert S. Krause (Milton 
Lasher, atty). 

Plaintiff sued to recover treble 
damages under the federal and 


that 


state rent control laws. Defend-|ever is not a rule of law to be 
ant had judgment and plaintiff | applied to all cases, with or | 
appeals. without reason. Rather it calls 


Plaintiff leased an apartment 
in a two family house from de- 
fendant in October 1951. He 
claimed the maximum legal rent 
was $34 per month whereas he 


tion by a trial 


{stances of the case. The 


prior 
rested 
thout offering any evidence 


is 


whether the proof that the max- 
imum legal rent was $34 in 1942 
premises 
continued to be controlled, and 
at that figure, in October 1951 
when the lease was made, and 


at one time 


it 


continued until proof of a change 
is adduced. This principle how- | 


| for the exercise of sound discre- 
judge according 
to the likelihood of the persist- 
ence of a fact under the circum- 
rule 


had paid $75 per month. 
The official rent control 





now 


VAR LEGAL 
FOR 
ALL 
compounded TRUST 
quarterly FUNDS 


per annum 





rec- 
ords had been mislaid. The rent 
examiner for the county agency 
identified a photostatic copy of 
a rent registration as a copy of 
the original in the lost file. The 
registration had been executed | 

4 -| calling 





| has been applied in a variety of 
situations, such as insanity, san- 
lity, total disability, vidowhood, 
the nature of a right of occu- 
pancy. In each of these the con- 
| dition established is inferred to 
|continue. But there is no fixed 
rule other than the broad one 
for discretionary deter- 
|mination in each case as to ap- 
plicability of the principle, de- 
pending in large part on the 
nature of the subject matter 
and the time interval involved. 

Here more than nine years in- 
|tervened between the registra- 
| tion and the lease and some thir- 
teen years between the registra- 
tion and this suit. In the light of 
the opportunities for decontrol 
or change, the 1942 registration 
cannot be said to have a degree 
of continuity sufficient to bridge 













Funds Insured up to $10,000 this considerable interval 
by U. S. Govt. Instrumentality 
Transactions may be handled by mail 
FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage 


Your account or inquiry invited 


MOHAWK 


SAVINGS and Loan Assn. 


40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-3650 


Philip Klein, President 


termination was proper. 
Affirmed. 


Changed 


Appellate Division will sit 


instead of Monday, June 17, 
previously scheduled. 





a 





of 


time. Hence the trial judge’s de- 


Appellate Division Day 


Both Part A and Part B of the 


in 


Trenton next Tuesday, June 18, 


as 
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Specializing in the Execution of 
Fiduciary and Court Bonds 
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PROMPT * EFFICIENT * COMPLETE 


INSURANCE A Pioneer New Jersey Institution 
EXCLUSIVELY jaaaetoo eon 


Full Attorney Cooperation 
SERVICE ay 


— FRANKLIN 
FRANKLIN 







TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 
405 Severth Ave. Newark 7, N. J. 


RELIABILITY HUmboldt 2-3900 


PRIVILEGE — LIBEL — The genuinely in issue, it was error 


publication of a fair and ac- 
curate report of a judicial pro- 
ceeding is qualifiedly privileged 
as to damages inflicted there- 
by unless it was published with 
actual malice. 

—The privilege for publication 
of reports of judicial proceed- 


;to grant the motion for sum-| 
'mary judgment on the ground of | 


privilege. 

The trial court also found that 
plaintiff had suffered no dam- 
|ages, relying in part on N. J. S. 
2A:43-2. The court relied on 
| testimony by plaintiff negativing 


ings does not extend to false! any pecuniary damages in his 
statements of fact or distorted | business as a result of the pub- 
| lication. 


accounts. 

LIBEL — DAMAGES — Damages 
in an action for libel are divid- 
ed into three classes: (1) pun- 
itive, where actual malice is 
shown; (2) special, where 


proof of specific economic loss | 


is shown; and (3) general, 
which the law presumes, with- 
out proof of injury, from any 
publication defamatory on its 
face. 

—N. J. S. 2A:43-2 does not bar 
recovery of general damages 
from a newspaper in a libel 
action though no retraction 
was demanded. 

LIBEL — DAMAGES — MALICE 

WORDS & PHRASES 
“Actual Malice” includes not 
only a designedly evil intent 
but also such a want of feeling 
or disregard of consequences 
as to impute a bad motive. 
Digested from an opinion by 

Freund, J. A. D. rendered June 

5, 1957. Appellate Div. Bock v. 

Plainfield Courier-News. For ap- 

pellant Aaron B. Weingast 

(Joseph A. Pennica, atty). For 

respondent Edward Sachar 

Sachar, Sachar & Bernstein, 

|attys). 

Plaintiff sued for libel. De- 
fendant had summary judgment 


1 { 


taken on behalf of plaintiff and 
plaintiff appeals. 

Plaintiff had sued one Scharf 
for personal injuries sustained 
as a result of the alleged negli- 
gence of Scharf. The present ac- 


of a report of that trial, which 


and defamatory in that plaintiff 
is held up to ridicule and con- 
tempt by the report. 

The complaint charges that in 
publishing the article defendant 
acted maliciously and with will- 
ful intent to injure plaintiff in 
his business and reputation and 
demands punitive as well as 
compensatory damages. No items 
of special damages, however, 
are specifically stated. Defend- 
ant denied that the article was 
defamatory or was’ published 


a fair and impartial report of a 
judicial proceeding and hence 
privileged. The court below held 
the article constituted a fair and 
impartial report of a judicial 
proceeding “which is a qualified 
privilege”, and that plaintiff 
sustained no recoverable dam- 
ages. 

Held: The publication of a fair 
and accurate report of a judicial 
| proceeding is qualifiedly privi- 
|leged. The privilege extends to 
jall damages inflicted, irrespec- 
|tive of the report’s defamatory 
|}character, unless there is proof 
|that the report was published 
| with actual malice. The publica- 
|tion need not report the pro- 
|ceedings verbatim, but is re- 
quired to present a fair, impar- 
tial and accurate summary of 
| what took place. The news story 
may be lively and filled with 
‘human interest, but in all mat- 





| Damages in an action for libel 


are divided into three categories: 
(1) punitive, where actual mal- 
ice or recklessness is shown; (2) 
special, such as loss of business, 
recoverable only on proof of loss 
of specific economic benefits; 
and (3) general, which the law 
presumes to follow inevitably 
from a defamatory publication 


'and which, therefore, are often 


}are 


‘its 


recoverable without proof of in- 
jury. General damages. however, 
awarded only when the 
publication is defamatory on 
face. The article here is 
defamatory on its face for 
it sounds to the disrepute of 
plaintiff imputing to him a 
fraudulent claim for injuries 
and making him a target for 
ridicule and contempt. A triable 
issue as to damages was there- 
fore presented here unless a re- 
covery of special damages was 
precluded by N. J. S. 2A:43-2. 
This statute provides that in an 
action for libel against the edit- 
or, publisher or reporter of any 
newspaper, plaintiff shall re- 


‘cover “only his actual damage 
proved and specially alleged in 


charge after 


: 1ages, 
news report is alleged to be false | 


on the pleadings and depositions ' 


tion is based on the publication | both 


the complaint” unless he proves 
either malice or that defendant 
refused to retract the libelous 
having been re- 
quested in writing to do so. It 
is conceded no request for re- 
traction was made. 

The term “actual damages” in 
this statute is defined to include 
general and special dam- 
so long as they are both 
specifically alleged in the com- 


|plaint. The term is synonymous 


with compensatory damages. 


| The underlying purpose of this 


statute is to afford a newspaper 
an opportunity, by retraction, to 


;escape punitive damages. Con- 


‘tiff 


sistent with this purpose, plain- 
here, having made no re- 
quest for retraction, may not 
recover punitive damages, un- 
less he proves actual malice, but 


jhe is not precluded from recov- 


with malice and contended that | 


it was true in substance and was tion for summary judgment find 


ering the general damages he 


sustained. 
Nor could the court on the mo- 


|there was no issue as to malice 
}and hence as to punitive dam- 





ters which materially affect its | 


it must be correct, 


purport 


for | 


the privilege does not cover false | 
| statements of fact nor extend to 


distorted accounts. 
Plaintiff contends 


jlished article is inaccurate in 


the pub- | 


fact and defamatory and that at | 


|genuinely in issue in several 
particulars and hence this issue 
was for the jury, not the court. 
By plaintiff’s testimony the ac- 
curacy of the news report was 
definitely brought into dispute. 
Since the question of factual ac- 
curacy, and consequently 
whether the article came within 
the qualified privilege, were 


the very least its accuracy was | 


ages. “Malice in fact’ or actual 
malice, includes not only ill-will 
or some wrongful motive imply- 
ing intent to injure but also such 
a want of feeling as to impute a 
bad motive. Defendant contends 
a finding of malice was negated 
because no one on the newspaper 
even knew plaintiff. But the ef- 
fect of ridicule is not diminished 
nor its use less blameworthy be- 
cause the author is unacquaint- 
ed with the subject; nor will re- 


——S= 
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| Cannot Reopen Miner, 
Claim In Absence y 
Fraud 







Philadelphia (ACCN)_— 
approved settlement of a 
claim for personal injur 
red a later petition to re, 
approval on the ground tr... 
minor had suffered a serjp,.~ 
jury not discovered nor es... 
of being discovered at the .. 
the settlement was made 
there was no fraud, and 
that no judgment was 
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vr, 


Court of Adams County, ; 








I cou 
term, 1951, No. 46, Opinior ial 
Judge Sheely, filed Feb, 2 is 

Mipepi say mit 
Passaic Bar Outing cus 
June 27 ma 

The Passaic County Bar im? 
sociation will hold cas 
sex 


outing and dinner on rts 
June 27th, at the North Jes 
Country Club. The cost 
outing, including 
for both members and 

Attractions include : 
in a heated pool and golf + 
moderate greens fee 24 
charge. Dinner will be serves 
6:30 P.M. 


Th) 
1 DUIS 





inne 








Reservations should be x exis 
with William R. Rodgers logit 
man of the affair not 
SSE ~ the 
lief be denied where, though - esta 
proof fails to disclose a dese lack 
edly evil intent, it suggests a com 
culated disregard of the co suck 
quences. Thus there was noz chal 
quate showing that there wa only 
genuine issue of malice and trggm dent 

y ne. 


of this issue was not forecle 
The issue of malice , 
be determined 
alone. 

Reversed. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





yIDENCE — While evidence of 
other offenses is not generally 
amissible, such evidence is 
: jssible where it is a part 
of the res gestae or part of a 
common scheme or evinces a 
state of mind and is so related 
in time, Place and circum~- 
stances that the state of mind 
may be said to be continuous. 
physical evidence found in the 
possession or control of a de- 
be received in 
evidence subject to the usual 
rules of relevancy, materiality 
and competency. 
permission to read parts of 
gocuments in evidence is with- 


I in the discretion of the trial 


court and there is no prejudic- 
ial error in denying such per- 
mission Where counsel is per- 
mitted to fully and freely dis- 
cuss the document in his sum- 
mation. 

Fridence of marital and famil- 
jal status is admissible in a 
case involving a charge of a 
sex crime. 

{nswers or Statements made 
shile under the influence of a 
truth-serum” are subject to 
the regular hearsay rules and 
are not, because so given, ad- 
missible to establish the truth 
thereof. 


Medical or psychiatric testi- 
mony as to existence or non 


existence of inherent psycho- 
logical traits in a defendant is 
not admissible to either bolster 
the defendant’s credibility or 
establish the probability or 
lack of probability that he 
emmitted the act charged; 
such evidence is similar to 
haracter evidence and can 
only be established by evi- 
dence of moral reputation in 
the community. 

Digested from an opinion by 
ifeld, J. rendered June 3, 
Court. State v. 
appellant—Ira D. 
Matthew Grayson, atty). 
Hyman 





supreme 


State Isaac, 
s convicted of the 
y involving a 
under the age of 16 


soaqom 


He appeals contending 
trial court erred in admit- 
as to an ex- 








in admitting 


into evidence prophylactics, toy | 


whistles and a wine bottle; in 
refusing to permit counsel to 
read to the jury pertinent parts 
of exhibits in evidence; in re- 
fusing to permit him to testify 
to his familial status; and in re- 
fusing to permit his psychiatric 
witness to give an expert opin- 
ion, predicated in part on an ex- 
amination of appellant while un- 
der the influence of a so-called 
“truth serum”, to the effect that 
defendant was not a sexual dev- 
and had no traits of per- 
-rsion 
Held: 1. At the trial, Robert, 
boy involved in the incident 
charged in the indictment, test- 


iate 


idl 


the 





| disregard them. It is argued | 


these articles were irrelevant 
and inadmissible. Assuming err- 
or under the circumstances, the 
defect was cured when the items 
were stricken from the evidence 
and the jury instructed to dis- 
| regard them. 


Physical evidence found in the 
| possession and control of a de- 
| fendant may be received into 
evidence, subject to the usual 
lrules of relevancy, materiality 
land competency, the same as 


| testimonial or other evidence. 








| Robert testified each of the 
| boys had been given win e from 
|a bottle bearing the label “Gold 
| Medal”, and an empty wine bot- 


| ° 
| tle having a like label 


nd found 








: ? : ah 4 jin the premises admitted 
ified that immediately prior to into evidence. There was no ob- 
the commission of the offense | jection and a full cross-examin- 
one Edward was present in the | ation almost destroved evi- 
attic where it allegedly took | gential value. Counsel made no 
place and received like treat-|request to exclude the bottle 
ment from appellant. Edward|/¢from the jury’s consideration 
then testified to the acts com-| Under these circum ip- 
mitted upon him though he WAS |pellant customarily would not 
not named in the indictment on |now be heard to comp! But 
trial |considering the quest the 
In general, on the trial Of @/ merits, the court finds no error 
person for one crime, evidence gis Se ae eee 
+} t r was guilty of other ~~ oes peer oa Re 2 “ ers 
crimes, even of a like nature, is| ; ASE ee Seer ag ee 
Le snt and inadmissible. But | yim — soug! » read 
defendant's declarations and | tt begs Sioned - pe 
act ire admissible when they | bein beaiten rai prev: ars d 
are part Of res gestae. And when he v ould allow defer ( nail 
the evidence of another crime} fe RRR a aahe see 
tends to prove logically some | (0 Procure an exper ed 
element of the crime being tried | the reports, which — e her 
or where a common scheme em- | complicated. This a 
sah 5 two was sarragiel! crimes ae parece eptdnac I 5 pen 
related that proof of one tends} ri eSagpet rebin alge Tagg 
to establish the other, it becomes | ‘TE@*Y G1s¢ ussed a Ghee ” 
admissible. So also is proof of a | a Bepegrariagicion cone , ey 
former crime admissible where |}"©° st ne 7 a peenn pDiesitiivaats Moco 
it evinces a state of mind or in- | the unlimited right c mmen 
tent that is carried forward and |)” ammatio there v nO= 
ya y exist at the time of | *®ing so ubstantially prejudicial 
commission of the crime charged | #5 *® require a new 
and e former crime is so re- | 4. Basically it was error to re- 
ated in time, place and circum-| fuse to permit defenc to 
stance that the state of mind|!‘* how his marit ana ftamlil al 
mav be said to be continuous status. It was a natural develop- 
There was no error in admit-}|Mment in the case which should 
ting the evidence here 
2. Two months after the of- 
fense charged, the police through 
rced entry into appellant’s 
workshop at the school, found 
prophylactics and toy whistles in 
his work bench. These items were 








and sub- 
nth} from the evi- 
and the jury instructed to 


tted in evidence 


tricken 
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|which under the 


|may be demonstrated only by 
proof of good reputation for 
morality in the community and 


|imony was not intended to show 
. | defendant was physically 

TITLE PLANT | 
IN THE STATE 


|but to bear on the probabilities 


This is the function of conven- 
tional evidence of good charac- 
ter in form of proof of high re- 
pute. 


dependability 
becomes important when the de- 
fendant has voluntarily 
mitted to such examination and 
his answers while under the in- 
fluence of the drug are offered 








have been permitted wi it re- 

triction. If State v. Randle 
to the contrary, it i verruled 
in this regard. The record how- 
ever shows defendant answered 
that he was married and that 
his son later testified in his be- 
half. The jury was theref Eg - 
nizant of defendant narital 
and familial statu: nd there 
was no prejudicial error war- 
ranting a new trial 

5. Appellant volunt ib- 
mitted to two psychiatri ter- 
views by a psychiatrist whose 
qualifications are admitted. The 
first was described as neuropsy- 
chiatric in character while the 
second involved the enous 
injection of sodium pentothal, a 
so-called “truth serum It is 
argued that opinion evidence 
was admissible to show that 
defendant was not a sexual per- 
vert, ‘b) that he did not have 
the capacity to commit sodomy 
and (c) that defendant was 
credible. 

On the record, it appears to 
this court that the doctor’s test- 
imony was offered and intended 


to be more or less equivalent to 
evidence of good _ character, 


general rule, 


not by evidence 
acts or traits. The doctor’s 


of particular 
test- 


incap- 


able of committing the crime 


it in 


that 


of his having committed 
light of a medical finding 
his mind was normal and dis- 
position benign at least in so 
far as sex offenses are concerned. 


The issue of the potency and 
of “truth-sera” 


sub- 


upon trial to demonstrate his in- 
nocence. This constitutes a di- 
rect attempt to clear the de- 
fendant on the strength of out- 
of-court statements offered for 
the veracity of their content and 
the hearsay rule applies, at least 
in the absence_of some showing 
of unusual trustworthiness, 
which has not yet been demon- 
strated. Offers for this purpose 
have been uniform}y rejected. 
The general concensus is that 
while “truth-sera” are valuable 
as a diagnostic aid because they 
tend to diminish inhibitions of 
the subject being interviewed, 
they do not provoke a certainty 
of truth-telling. It may be that 
in time more efficient drugs will 
be developed resulting in the 
admissibility of such statements 
for the truth of their contents 
but at present statements so 
made are not admissible in evi- 
dence. 

Here the psychiatric testimony 
was not offered to sustain the 
credibility of the appellant nor 
were his answers under the drug 
offered for their truth. Rather 
the attempt was to show by ex- 
pert opinion that appellant is 
not a sexual deviate and has no 
inherent traits of perversion 
which would lead him to com- 
mit sodomy. Similar to evidence 
of good moral repute, it was de- 
signed to influence the jury to 
believe that the probabilities 
were against a man of this dis- 


position having committed the 
act on trial. Such approach or 
purpose, under our established 


system of evidence, can only be 
accomplished by proof of general 
repute in the community and 
the court is not ready to depart 
from this established rule and 
permit admission of psychiatric 
testimony, such as here offered, 
as to lack of inherent tendencies 
Admission of such evidence for 
such purpose would lead to trial 
collateral issue with the 
now well Known divergence of 
medical opinion obtaina 
which might be extremely 
aging to a defendant, and which 


= e 
Ol a 





would, in the present state of 
science, be far from conclusive 
and leave considerable bridges 
to be gapped. 
Affirmed 
Announcement 


Harman R. Clark, Jr. has be- 
come associated the 
of Reid and Reid in the general 
practice of law at 519 Central 
Avenue, Plainfield. 


with firm 


Page Three 
TAXATION — Land must be 
valued in the condition in 


which the ewner holds it and 
a compromise valuation may 
not be made because of doubt 
as to the conditions of the 
lands in relation to adjoining 
lands; the doubt must be re- 
solved. 

—In_ assessing land, account 
should be taken not only of 
its actual use and physical 
condition but also of interre- 
lated uses connecting it with 
other property but a compro- 
mise assessment may not be 
made because of a doubt as to 
such interrelationship. 

—In assessing land it is the value 
of the land, not of the pur- 
ported owner’s title, which is 
assessed. 

—An assessment may be made 
on the basis of what a parcel 
would be worth to a purchaser 
desiring to purchase both it 
and the adjoining property. 
Digested from an opinion by 

Clapp, S. J. A. D. rendered June 

5, 1957. Appellate Div. Stack v. 

Hoboken. For appellant Ray- 

mond J. Lamb (Emory, Langan, 

Lamb & Blake, attys). For re- 

spondent Herbert H. Fine. 
Plaintiff appeals from 

ments of the Division of Tax 

Appeals assessing 6.92 acres of 

land under water on the Hobo- 

ken waterfront at $20,000 an acre 

for 1952 and 1953 


judg- 


On Sept. 24, 1951, six days be- 
fore the assessing date for 1952. 
the lands were acquired by 


plaintiff from Hudson Realty Co 
a wholly owned subsidiary of the 





Lackawanna Railroad, for $100 
At the time, this parcel consti- 
‘Continued on page 5, col. 3) 
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IN FAIRNESS TO THE ACCUSED 





A paradox in the administration of justice is that discovery 
in criminal cases has lagged far behind the developments in the 
same area in civil cases. Given the premise that the State is more 
interested in justice than in convictions, every technique which 
facilitates access to the truth, would seem to be in the public inter- 
est. All the more in criminal cases, where life or liberty is at stake, 
than in civil controversies over money or property. Nevertheless 
our own Supreme Court divided sharply over the question whether 
assigned counsel, in a capital case, ought to be ailowed to inspect 
the confession of the defendant (State v. Tune, 13 N. J. 203 (1953) ). 
The eventual decision reversed the action of the trial judge in 





prosecutions, defendants have been barred from inspection of 
statements taken from government witnesses, unless the trial judge, 
from his own examination of the documents or reports, determines 
that the defendant’s need for the particular data outweighs the 
public interest in protection of official secrets or in safeguarding 
the free flow of information to governmental investigatory agencies 

A majority of the United States Supreme Court has now given 
a new direction to the solution of the problem. In Jencks v. U. S., 
25 Law Weekly 4365, decided June 3, 1957, the defendant, a union 
otficial, had been convicted of perjury in supplying a non com- 
munist affidavit. The chief evidence against him came from two 
paid informers, in the employ of the F.B.I. Applications, during the 
course of the trial, for inspection of reports given by these witnesses 
to the government, bearing on their trial testimony, had been re- 
jected. It was this action which was overruled. Mr. Justice Bren- 
nan’s opinion for the majority said: 

“We now hold that the petitioner was entitled to an order 
directing the Government to produce for inspection all reports 
of Matusow and Ford in its possession, written and, when orally 
made, as recorded by the F.B.I. touching the events and activ- 
ities as to which they testified at the trial. We hold further, 
that the petitioner is entitled to inspect the reports to decide 
whether to use them in his defense. Because only the defense 
is adequately equipped to determine the effective use for pur- 
pose of discrediting the Government’s witness and thereby 
furthering the accused’s defense, the defense must initially be 
entitled to see them to determine what use may be made of 
them. Justice requires no less. 

The practice of producing government documents to the 
trial judge for his determination of relevancy and materiality, 
without hearing the accused, is disapproved.” 


As for the Government’s interest in protection of the contents 
of its files, the majority opinion went on to say: 

“We hold that the criminal action must be dismissed when 
the Government, on the ground of privilege, elects not to com- 
ply with an order to produce, for the accused’s inspection and 
for admission in evidence, relevant statements or reports in 
its possession of government witnesses touching the subject 
matter of their testimony at the trial ... The burden is the 
Government’s, not to be shifted to the trial judge, to decide 
whether the public prejudice of allowing the crime to go un- 
punished is greater than that attendant upon the possible dis- 
closure of state secrets and other confidential information in 
the Government’s possession.” 


Of the three Justices who dissented from this position, Mr 
Justice Clark made the sharpest response: 
“Unless the Congress changes the rule announced by the 
Court today, those iutelligence agencies of our Government 
engaged in law enforcement may as well close up shop for the 
Court has opened their files to the criminal and thus afforded 
him a Roman holiday for rummaging through confidential 
information as well as vital national secrets ... And all in the 
name of justice. For over eight score years now our federal 
judicial administration has gotten along without it and today 
that administration enjoys the highest rank in the world.” 


The point of difference between these views is perhaps the 
most interesting as well as significant feature of the decision. Every 
judicial officer in our country has been nourished in the tradition 
that individual liberty ought to be protected even against the state 
itself. The more a defendant is permitted to learn about the nature 
and details of the evidence against him, the more readily he will 
be able to generate reasonable doubts about the Government’s 
case and to marshall proof in his own behalf. Acquittals which 
result from additional light on the issue of guilt. gathered from 
whatever source, can only serve to promote justice. If access is 
nevertheless barred to any avenue of relevant truth, it is only in 
the belief that some interest of the nation or the state requires 
protection even at the cost of unmerited convictions. 

For the minority in the Jencks case, it was the preservation of 
State secrets and sources of information; for the majority in the 
Tune case, it was the hazard that an offender would gain his liberty 
through misuse of his confession. In both instances, the judges, | 


allowing such discovery. On a companion question arising in federal | 


Voice of the Bar 


COMMENT AND CRITICISM 
INVITED 





Editor, New Jersey Law Journal 

I have just finished reading 
the editorial in your issue of 
June 6th, entitled “Justice for 
County Judges, Too.” At long 
last, Iam happy to see that you 
have taken this editorial posi- 
tion to remedy what is perhaps 
the outstanding inequity in the 
existing Court system. I only 
hope that your indisputably cor- 
rect stand, as expressed in that 
editorial, will not die aborning. 
This is a matter which deserves 
the concerted effort of all who 
are interested in our Court sys- 
tem, particularly those with a 
well-developed sense of justice. 

Very truly yours 
Frederic R. Colie 


Editor, New Jersey Law Journal 
You are to be commended for 
your splendid editorial, ‘Justice 


for County Judges, Too”, in your 
issue of June 6th, 1957. 
However, one further step 


should be taken and serious con- 
sideration also given to the mat- 
ter of the pension status of our 
District Court Judges now under 
a County Court system. 
Considering the heavy load 
of cases in Essex County, cer- 
tain legislation would be in or- 
der to protect District Court 
Judges in Counties of all classes. 
Such legislation should, of 
course, necessarily include the 


County Court Judiciary as well. 


Yours very sincerely, 


Nathan Turesky 


Editor, N. J. Law Journal: 

On a lighter note, this came in 
the mail following a case involv- 
ing Parking Meters in the City 
of Elizabeth. 

M. Grayson 


Your Fare, Lady 
I have often parked 
street before, 
But the City never tried to even 
out the score; 
All at once I see under every tree, 
Parking meters before every 
door. 


on this 


And oh! that horrible feeling 

When this time I put in a dime, 

I feel like hitting the ceiling, 

We're also paying Grayson 
his time. 


for 


People stop and stare, 
But won’t pay the fare, 

Cause they think there’s parking 
any other where but there, 
We will see, when Grayson 

makes his plea, 
If once more Hampton Place will 
be free! 
Federal Bar Elections 
The stated meeting of the 
Federal Bar Association of N. Y., 


N. J. and Conn. for the election 
of a Nominating Committee of 
the Association will be held on 


Tuesday, June 18, 1957 at 6 P.M. 
at the Harvard Club, 27 W. 44th 
Street, New York City. 


Dethmers Heads Chief 
Justice's Conference 


Chief Justice John R. Deth- 
mers of the Michigan Supreme 
Court has taken over as chair- 
man of the Conference of Chief 
Justices as a result of the recent 
death of Chief Justice Edmund 
W. Flynn of Rhode Island. Jus- 
tice Dethmers thus will preside 
at the Conference’s§ annual 
meeting in New York July 10 to 
14, and in the normal course of 
events will be elected to the 
chairmanship since he has been 
the vice-chairman. The New 
York meeting headquarters will 
be the Commodore Hotel. 

Arthur Littleton of Phila- 
delphia, chairman of the Na- 
tional Conference of Bar Presi- 
dents, will speak before the chief 
justices July 11 on the subject 
of “Compensation and Retire- 
ment Benefits for the Judiciary.” 
Justice Elwyn Thomas of the 
Florida Supreme Court will 
speak July 12 on how to achieve 
more effective cooperation be- 
tween the chief justices of the 
states and the American Bar 
Association Section of Judicial 
Administration, of which he 
chairman. 

Another subject which 
chief justices will consider at 
their New York meeting is the 
matter of uniform interpreta- 
tion by the courts of uniform 
statutes promulgated by the 
National Conference of Com- 
missioners on Uniform’ State 
Laws. Prof. Robert Leflar of the 
University of Arkansas Law 
School will discuss the need for 
greater uniformity of court in- 
terpretations of the uniform acts 
to avoid administrative confu- 
sion. 





is 


the 


New Record Seen In 
State Lawmaking 


The massive total of 81,646 
bills, introduced during the first 
five months into state legislative 
sessions, indicates a new high 
record by year end, according to 
a cross-country survey by Com- 
merce Clearing House, national 
reporting authority on tax and 
business law. 

New measures introduced to 
June 1 this year almost equal 
the total number of bills pre- 
sented during all of 1955, the 
last comparable year. 

The heaviest legislative action 
takes place in odd-numbered 
years, explains CCH, when most 
states hold regular sessions. 

So far this year, 45 states, 
Alaska and Hawaii have held 
regular sessions of their legisla- 


tive bodies. Many of these are 
still underway. Others have 
scheduled special sessions for 
1957. 


Based on the record of previ- 
ous heavy legislative years, the 
CCH report projected the cur- 
rent total to an all-time high of 
over 93,000 bills introduced by 
year’s end. 

This compares with the actual 
total of 83,542 during the entire 
year of 1955, when about 30 per 
cent, or 24,366, were enacted 
into law. 








who espoused these views, believed that our institutions of Gov- 
ernment and justice need bolstering at the expense of some in- 


Gividual injustice. 


he point of departure of the Jencks case major- 


ity is that we are strong enough to forego punishment of some 


order to make sure 
commit 


offenders in 
crimes which he did not 


that no one pays the price for 


Some states, notably Texas, have already made other advances 


in dealing 
In some of these jurisdictions no 


3il 


from the time 


with confessions or other self-incriminating statements. 


statement made by a defendant 


1e has reasonable cause to believe that he is under 


arrest or about to be arrested may be used against him unless it 
was taken before a judge in open court. Further, the indictment 
raust state the names of witnesses who testified before the Grand 


vury. England’s 
notably interfered with criminal 


traditional forewarnings to defendants have not 


justice there. Nor does criminal 


law enforcement suffer noticeably in Texas or wherever the spirit of 
due process is preserved and basic rights of individuals are safe- 


guarded. 


Only experience can teach whether we can afford the liberal- 
ized procedure in crimina! justice which the Jencks case has ac- 
complished. Unless we try, we would never know at all. The attempt 
to find out has virtue in itself. It ought to be ventured in the State 


as well as in the Federal practice. 


| Says N.Y. Civil Servig 
Unfair To Lawyer, 











Bar Groups Oppose 
Reclassification 






New York (ACCN) 
grading of attorneys ana — 
grading of engineers ang -+.” 
by both the city and stat, .. 
service commissions her, .- 
been labeled an offense +, 
legal profession by 
Journal, a publication 6 «. 
New York County Lawyers 4 : 

The actions of the ciyj] «- 
commissions were cited as +..| 
ing “little understanding os al 
importance of lawyers a: -.| 
fessional people,” in a reo. 
article by the chairman 
association’s professionga) 
nomics subcommittee 
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Reclassification attor 
has prompted the NYCLA +, « 
briefs as amicus curias 


OI attnr 











and state civil service com- 
sions, setting forth 
views. 





tecognizing the need for 
Sstantly reviewing civi 
positions to keep pac: 








nomic conditions, the r 
tee questioned the _basj 
which engineers, architect 
accountants are now 

grade ahead of attorney 


years of parity. 

The New York State Bar 4 
has also opposed the reshuf:; 
Appeals by lawyers within 
civil service have brought ; 
sults, the committee rid 
some attorneys have br 
action in the New York Supr 
Court, where a decision is awz: 
ed. 

The civil service c 
have justified the 
tion on two grounds 

1—Other professions requ: 
supervision of staffs whe 
work of an attorney i 
individual and not 

2—Lawyers in more than 
ficient numbers 
the lower salaries 
other professions 
cruitment difficulties ever 
higher salaries. 

The committee called “fz 
lacious” the argument that su 
ervision of others  necessar 
calls for higher cor 
Among the highest 
viduals, according to t} 
are judges, doctors 
tainers who are paid 
personal talents rather tha 
administrative ability 
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The question boils 
problem of whet} 
supply and dem 
vail, according 
tee, whose opposition itie 
two factors: ng 








to 





1—The legal profess 
not accept economic eXp.0:s 
tion; 
2—The civil service showc: tion 


be content with 
best legal talent availa! 

The committee conclud 
the present civil serv! 
an economic yardstick 
of exploitation and 1s 
blow to the economics 
nity of the legal pr 
profession which, 
the committee, 
sable to modern li 
fession, and more 
to the maintenance 
and human dig? 


Hollywood Bar 
Recommends Advance 
Estimates of Fees 
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The Hollywood Bar As 
tion has adopted 2 res 
recommending that Its 
give clients advance © 
of fees. The Assoc 
was in support of n 
E. Howard of Los 
has long urged that suc 
be taker: to help dispe! 
ated fears about what /e&* 
vices will cost. 
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pMIRALTY. 







Se 
) pj.intiff seaman was injured 
ev vice of Gefendant’s vessel 
Der z.ring substantial and perm- 
7 + disability He sued under 


nes Act and also in Ad- 
» Because Of lack of evi- 
ere “of negligence or unsea- 
& ty IR eniness on the part of de- 
Ms or the vessel, the cause 
con under the Jones Act 








ers A “aemissed and the cause in 
heard on the claim 
enance and cure. 


int has paid plaintiff's 
medical, nursing care 
A Tees ther bills and given plain- 
N Of tae 99 500 for a total of $11,922.00 
4 tiff’s treating physician dis- 
1intiff in August 1955 
that all subsequent 
rendered and were 
without charge 
Aug. 1955 and were for 
rpose of reducing pain 
the extent of future 
would be of similar 
nd purpose and not 
definition. Other 
tifled to the same 
treatment 











were 


nished 





future 


man injured in the 

el is entitled to 
1intenance at her 
But the obligation doe: 
the expense 
by ordinary 
and does 


rdinary 


beyond 


Zecting a cure 





not in 
medical] 

treatment 
ffected as completely a 

particular case 

ibility for a 
paymen 
nent disability 
1en the maxi 
effected. The 
measured in 
reasonable cost 
and cure 
entitled 


after 


mp um 





nds wi 

been 

lust pe 

reac tea coat maintenance 

cere ich the seaman i 

trial including, in 

retion of the such 

may be needful in 

te future for the 

and cure of a kind 

for a period which be 
ertained 


court, 





can 


nt 


there 
that future 
be likely to effect 
the permanent 
h plaintiff 
nor that if 
nt would be ef- 
the condition, 
would be of any 
cind or of such prob- 
y and extend over 
time would 
for such future 
itional plain- 
lischarged his duty 
‘igate his damages by 
Z himself of all existing 
“és for rehabilitation, in 
w Jersey Rehab- 
sion. There is 
support a deter- 
defendant has not 
ed its obligation to 
ntenance and cure 

efendant. 

10n Dy Wortendyke. D. J. 
’ 29. 1957 in Donovan 


case 





proof 


whic 
Al 1955 





ay improve 


as 


rd 
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nd ce? Civil No. 839-55. 
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U.S. District Court Decisions 


TAXATION — FEDERAL LIENS 

— BANKRUPTCY 

On Dec. 11, 1951 the Collector 
of Internal Revenue seized the 
assets of Brokol Manufacturing 
Co. under five warrants of dis- 
traint totalling $5,742.25. On Dec. 
12 an involuntary petition in 
filed against 


DankKruptcy was 


S. for tax arrearages total- 
ling over $19,000 but by adminis- 
the warrants 
for distraint were not issued for 


ve oversight 





the full amount, but only for the 
esser amount stated. By stipu- 

tion the Collector was permit- 
ted to sell the assets, retain the 
$5,742.25 plus costs, and hold any 
urplu ubject to order of the 
court. The e resulted in a sur- 
plu f some $1,300 and the is- 
lf 1¢ er the Collector can 


now retain this surplus and ap- 


ply it against the additional tax- 
due the U. S. or whether the 
irplu ist be turned over to 
the t tee bankruptcy to be 


the 


Bankruptcy 





Court 
Held: While the Internal Rev- 


of 1939, 26 U 











enue Code SC . -m 
369 thorize the collector to 
‘ollect delinquent taxes by di 
t id e and confers au- 
t levy on the debtor 
good hattels and evidences of 
aebdt it doe not set out any 
et yr accomplishing a levy 
on p ty. The procedure must 
be spelled out from the reported 
A le requires that the 
rty be brought into legal 
dy through seizure, actual] 
or nstructive, and mere notice 
yf te to le insufficient 
Bu re ot in agree- 
ne » whether a distraint 
to alid levy 
I rt oncludes that 
le t tangible and in- 
t erty under Sec. 3692 
equi he execution of a war- 
rant distra nd i ffec- 
tive the amounts affixed 
the The Court of Appeal 
fo uit has declared a 
€ De cecompaniead D 
distraint. In the case 
¢ no la MA 6 ac= 
4 f po e oY oI the 
p yresenting the sur- 
plu er those fund ere 
de gible or intang- 
bl irces of Brokol and the 
urplu hould therefore be 
turned over to the Trustee 
Opinion by Modarelli, D. J 
dM 2 Freeman v 





Judges Urge Uniform 
Evidence Rules 
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Ir annual 


Federal J 








Judi Cir 

meeting ir adopted 

a re ition 2 that the 

U. S. Supreme Court create a 

spec id committee to 
id re mmend uniform 





»vidence for the Federal 
Courts, and (2) that Attor- 


support com- 
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tuted a major part of the un- 
derwater lands lying between 
the pierhead line and Hudson’s 
upland property at llth St. An- 
other portion of pier property 
formerly owned by Hudson at 
12th St. and consisting of 60% 
upland and 40% rwater 
property had been sold by Hud- 


unde 


son to General Foods in 1938 for 
about $2@ %L\u an acre 
From 1940 to 1951 the St 


tract including the parcel he 
involved, were 
ond railroad pro} 
amounts ranging from 
an acre to $70,300. 

The County Board, for 1952 
and 1953 ed = plainti 
lands at $10,000 an acre but the 
Division assessed it $20,000 

Hoboken cla t 
1uch more; plaint 
it is worth much le 

There is no 

old to plaintiff de- 
dissected from the up 


from 


assessed as sec- 
class 


$66,660 
asses 


an acre 


worth n fT 


doubt t 4 t tne 
parcel 

signedly 
land and any ne 


10 


whicn te 


or floats. It is feet f n the 
bulkhead line, f I 
Hudson’s own hip, 75 
float brides ! yne 
200 feet 


mai iy 
Mma In 1n 


from a 
150 to 
tne 


and 
other. No me »f 
or egress ¥ 

the upland 


the deed 


between plaintiff and I ka- 
numerou eed 
appeared 1 lt Dé 
real estate ypraiser 
In the instant proceedi he 
true value f the 


; $100 on t 





testified 
nronerty wa 
property Wa 


the deed 





to p 


of the sale Dial 
doubt. Hoboke 

doubt wa 

the property held 

and therefore become 
property 

theory 


Divi 


or what 
the ion took in fixi the 
value at $20,000 an acre 
Held: If the parcel wer 
Lackawann ddi- 
value might be attributed 
us¢ 1 
upland could be put 
5 the other hand, if it 
entirely divorced from _ the 
upland, it might be worth sub- 
stantially less. 


For 


owned by 
to it because of the 
it and the 


On 


ointlyv 





tay 
Lada 


purposes, land must 





be valued in the condition in 
which the owner holds it. In 
assessing the value of LC- 





count should be taken ; 
its actual use and physical 
condition, but also of interr 
ed uses connecting it with other 
property, where the land is 


+ 
ol 





as 





part of a larger tract having 
more or less value as econ- 
omic unit. Hence, if the value of 
the lands here depend art 
on whether its owner has access 
to the upland, that question 
must be resolved and not com- 
promised. A compromise valua- 
tion cannot be made because of 


doubt as to whether suclt 
did or did not in fact exi 

And, in assessing land, account 
should not be taken of the con- 
dition of the title of the alleged 
owner or of any cloud upon it 
The law requires an assessment 
of the value of the land, not of 
the purported owner’s title. The 
assessed value of the land repre- 
sents the value of all interests 
in the land. 

Hoboken’s theory can 
fore not be accepted to support 
the decision below. The mere 
fact that there is a doubt as to 
whether the parcel is owned by 
the upland proprietor or is held 
under some agreement for ac- 
cess to the upland, is not a con- 


richt 





there- 


Traffic Court Judges View New 
Film Series 


An unusual traveling ‘school 
for the nation’s 12,000 traffic 
court judges made its debut in 
Washington May~2l. The main 
feature was a new training film 
series — the first of its kind ever 
produced — on traffic court ad- 
ministration. Four fifms are in 
the series produced by the ABA 
Traffic Court Committee. 

Key traffic and safety officials, 
members of the House subcom- 
mittee on highway traffic safety, 
federal and local judges, and 
District of Columbia Bar Associ- 
ation leaders were invited by the 
American Bar Association to at- 
tend the new program’s inaugu- 
ration. More than 100 were pres- 
ent 


ti 


” 


The films will soon be used to 
demonstrate graphically to traf- 


fic judges throughout the coun- 
try, many of them non-lawyers 





dition to be taken into account 


in assessing the parcel. 
However, the Division may 
have arrived at its valuation on 
other basis uch as its own 
knowledge and the proofs ad- 
duced and determined that 


though Lackawanna had no in- 
terest in the parcel, it was 
$20,000 an acre, perhaps to some 
purchaser desiring to buy both 
the underwater and upland pro- 


wortn 


perty. This could be a proper 
basis and the f 


finding of doubt 
is to the bona fides of the sale 
be to indicate \ 


it had not accepted the $100 sale 


would merely 





price as evidentiary of true 
Vaiue 


Since the 


what theory was 


court 1S in 


doubt as 





followed be- 


remanded 






the cause is for 


further findings and for the tak- 


ing of such further proofs as the 
Division deems advisable, the 
appeal in the meantime to be 


retained. 


and entirely without judicial 
training, the correct way to con- 
duct hearings. Special traffic 
court conferences for traffic 
judges, prosecutors and other 
court officials will be conducted 
in cities from coast-to-coast un- 
der the sponsorship of the ABA 
and participating law schools. 

The four films in the series 
are titled: “The Traffic Prob- 
lem,” “Procedure in the Traffic 
Courtroom,” “Corrective Penal- 
ization,” and “Court Business 
Administration.” 

Films in the series now 
be obtained on either a rental or 
purchase basis. The price tenta- 
tively established by the Com- 
mittee for weekly rental is $10.00 
(plus postage both ways) for any 
one film in the series, and $35.00 
for the complete series. The pur- 
chase price established is $69.50 
subject) and $250 for the 
series of four. Orders for rental 
should be addressed to: National 
Audio-Visual Center Rogers 
Building “F’’, Indiana University, 
Bloomington, Ind. Purchase or- 
der: be Traffic 


may 


one 






may sent to 


Court Program, American Bar 
Association, 1155 East 60th St.. 


Chicago 37, Illinois 


Death Penalty Study 
Voted 











By Return Mail, after 51 years 
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“‘who-dun-it.” 


Of course, failure to return the receipt in no way 
affected the validity of the policy, which has giv 
the holder sound protection for fifty-one years. 

So we place it among the archives of interesting 
and unique exhibits we have been assembling for 
seventy-four years—a significant reminder of our 
own longevity and that of a TG&T policy. 
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Tax Assessment At True Value ’ 





become apparent until we have 
had some experience in working 
with this system of “true value” 


(Continued from page 1) 





of both substance and songs 
ure. Some of the adjustments are |... initi ; 

minor and easily corrected by Sek oe. -_ 
municipal or legislature action. | towever, the problems now be- 


able to anticipate are justifica- 
tion enough for a complete revi- 
sion of our tax structure. Not 


through-going revision of New | 

Jersey’s tax structure. Among | 
the problems which we face are: |; p 

: é |just the taxation of real prop- 

1. The increased tax burden | erty put an analysis of all rev- 


which will be shifted to resi- | a 
dential properties in urban /enue sources and methods of ad 


ag ministration. We have been 
Pe oe haces —e | proud of New Jersey’s low taxes, 
wilt mek be wedunel 4 sont |but it is impossible to continue 
in Propor~ | to increase governmental spend- 
tion to the increase in gross | ing and at the same time prom- 
ag ge mae we | ise no new taxes. In the past, our 
2 € increase In municipal | assessors have been able to util- 
and school district debt limits ize real property taxation as a 
epee “i gross municipal as-| ough and ready system of dis- 
gene , tributing the tax burden where 
4. The revenue loss resulting jt could most easily be borne. 
from the application of a Te-| This meant favoring residential 
duced tax rate to the existing property owners and in some 
100% assessments of second- cases industry BUT the 
ag se property. Switz case states, in no uncertain | 
- She revenue loss due t0|terms, that in both real AND 
the reduction in public utility personal property taxation, all 
rates which are os upon | must be taxed according to the 
average municipal rates. |same standard; and that stand- 
6. Revenue loss due tO AaP-|arq is “TRUE VALUE”. In the 
plication of decreased tax rate |Switz case, Judge Lloyd, at the 
to less than “true value” per- | trig) Jevel, ordered 100% assess- | 
sonal property assessments. | ment at once... the Appellate | 
(if personal property assess- | nivision postponed this decision 
ments are not brought up to / for one year... The Supreme 


“tree value"). : | Court now gives two years more. 
7. Procedural problems in| put this is the end of the line. 
achieving continuous “true | Although the seven justices went | 


value” assessment. \five different ways, at least a/| 
There are other problems not so | majority agreed that for the| 
easy to express in words, as for lyear 1959 all property must be | 
example, the “promises” to in-| assessed at 100%. The court | 
dustry to encourage their re- | broadly hints that this mandate | 
location in New Jersey. I do not | wi1) be effective unless changed 
pretend to raise all of the prob- | hy the legislature. What are the | 
lems, some of which may not| changes that could be made? | 
The possible changes can be} 
classified as changes in sub- | 
stance which relate to the nature | 
of the tax and the type of prop- 
erty or activity upon which it is | 
|imposed, and changes in proced- | 
9 CLINTON ST., NEWARK jure directed toward improve- 
Mitchell 2-4694-5 |ment of the assessment and col- 
ee | ueCtion process. Of course, these 
- x |changes must go hand in hand. 
Fire Adjusting |An equitable and well-planned 
SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS tax structure is useless unless it 
IRVING M. MINION | is administered efficiently. The 
Associated Adjusters |limitations of this paper do not | 
24 Commerce St., Newark |permit more than a nod in the 
Mitchell 2-1771-2 | direction of the procedural 
| changes to assist in the admin- 
istering of a revised tax struc- 
ture. Briefly, those which have 
SARASOHN & CO. |) been suggested and are worthy 

FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE |of discussion are: 
POLICYHOLDER | 1. Provide a statutory defin- 

| 
| 
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sessment at the county level is | 
more efficient than at the} 
municipal level; taking into} 
consideration the _ differing | 
problems of urban and rural | 
counties. 

3. Increase the compensa- 
tion of local assessors in line 
with the service which is ex- 
pected from them, and con- 
sider the advisability of full 
time non-political personnel, 
with tenure. 

4. Require municipal-wide 
revaluations every five or ten 
years by independent consult- 
ants. 

5. Eliminate the existing tax 
freeze statute to permit more 
effective revaluation programs. 

6. Permit the Assessor a ten 
percent leeway from full value 
before a taxpayer is entitled to 
appeal from an assessment. 

7. Provide for full time 
judges for an administrative 
tax court to repiace present 
two stage administrative re- 
view which is time-consuming 
and inefficient. 

Suggestions which have been 


made in the substantive area 
are: 


1. A partial exemption for 
the homeowner. This could} 
probably be accomplished 
without a _ constitutional 
amendment so long as the ex- 
emption classification is rea- 
sonable and the exemption is | 
not based upon the status of 
the taxpayer, but on the na-| 
ture of the property. A dollar 
value assessment exemption | 
would ease the burden of the | 
residential property - owner | 
where full value assessment | 
will result in a shift of the tax | 
burden away from commercial | 
and industrial properties. The | 
amount of the exemption 
would be difficult to fix. Should 
it be $1000, $5000 or $10,000? 
Should the exemption be lim- | 
ited to non-income producing 
property or should multi-fam- 
ily residential property be in- 
cluded on the theory that the | 
property tax is largely shifted | 
to the consumer? An exemp- | 
tion based upon a percentage 
of the assessment or the final | 
tax might be fairer but there | 
is little precedent for such a 
basis, and it would tend to con- 
fuse a hoped for simple and ef- 
ficent tax structure. 


2. Increase the $100 personal 


property exemption — This 
type of approach to home- | 
owner relief from _ personal 


property tax meets the same | 
problems as the suggested real 
property exemption, and in 
view of the basic difficulties of 
imposing and collecting the 
personal property tax, any ef- 
forts directed toward the ex- 
emption would be an ineffec- | 
tive approach to the personal 
property problem. 

3. Increase the Veteran’s 
Exemption This must be 
accomplished by constitutional 
amendment because the vet- | 
eran’s exemption clause now | 
found in the Constitution of 
New Jersey provides that the | 
present $500 exemption may 
not be “altered or repealed”. 
There is presently a bill in the 
legislature calling for a refer- 
endum to increase the exemp- 
tion from $500 to $2000. It 
would seem to be premature to | 
take action on this bill until 
its final effect is known; that 
is, until the form of a complete 
tax revision is known. 

4. Classification of Property 
Types It has been strongly 
suggested that the solution to 
all “true value” problems can 
be found in permitting differ- 
ent types of property to be as- 
sessed at different percentages 
of value. In order to approach 
the present custom, the asses- 
sor must be left free to estab- 
lish his percentages, which | 
would leave him in his present | 
status of determining what tax 
burden each type of property- | 
owner will bear. Fixed state- | 
wide percentages would |! 








achieve a more equitable re- 
sult, but the same municipal 
problem of converting from 
the present percentages to the 
new ratios would still remain. 
Only percentage fixed on a 
county level will satisfy the 
necessity of protecting the 
homeowner in the northern 
counties from excessive taxa- 
tion, while at the same time 
providing the same result for 
industry in the southern 
counties. All of this must be 
accomplished by constitutional 
amendment because the Con- 
stitution now requires that all 
property “shall be assessed ac- 
cording to the same standard 
of value’, although there are 
some whom say that the Su- 
preme Court’s concern with 
equality within classes in its 
recent decisions indicates that 
a legislative plan providing for 
different rates of taxation 
based upon reasonable classi- 
fications might be constitu- 
tional. 

The same result might be 
achieved by a series of exemp- 
tions for different types of 
properties. If a portion of res- 
idential property can be ex- 
empted, why not exempt a part 
of farmland, industrial prop- 
erty and the rest in different 
proportions to effect a classi- 
fication of properties in order 
to shift the burden of the tax 
to those who can more easily 
bear it? Can we thus, through 
a series of exemptions for dif- 
ferent classes of properties, 
achieve the same sort of class- 
ification of properties as if we 
had simply applied different 
percentages or “true value” in 
fixing their assessments. Of 


course, this would be stretch- | 


ing the theory of exemptions 
pretty far, and it would be 
very easy for a court to say 
that this conflicts with the con- 
stitutional requirement that 
all property be “assessed ac- 
cording to the same standard 
of value’. However, it is possi- 
ble that the Supreme Court, 
if I correctly size up its ap- 
proach to “true value assess- 
ments’, would go along with 
the legislature if the legisla- | 
ture chose this type of a solu- 
tion. Property classification 
for assessment purposes will 
shift the burden from one type 
of property to another, but it 
will not contribute to as sim- 
ple and efficient a tax system 
as uniform assessment at ‘true 
value”. 

5. Property Tax Limitation 
—The New Jersey tax struc- 
ture needs something more 
than a mere juggling of per- 
centages of real property as- 
sessment. We are, more than 
any other state in the Union, 
a property tax state. There is 
no secret about the shortcom- 
ings of the property tax as the 
primary basis for state and 
local taxation. It is not a broad 





based tax; it is consige... 
be an operating cost no . 
on profits or surplus :..‘ 
thus more likely to be s.' 
to consumers. It bear; .. 
relation to ability to pay » 
relatively insensitive to 
omic change and, jp «, 
makes adjustment to erp, 
changes more difficult, 4s, 
ban population moves oy: .. 
es increase.) New Jersey 
ly needs diversity in j . 
structure. There was 2 «< 
when we could safely 
the property tax to py 
through. We have foung:-. 
urban areas that this «.. 
longer true. We have. ir - 
cases, reached the point ;-, 
the property tax burden j:; 
coming too great an econ» 
burden. This will be fore:s 
demonstrated when the ¢s. 
of the revaluations with: . 
ban municipalities are : 
known. 

As part of an oy : 
gram of revision, we ;- 
first start by correcting - 
pressing real _ proper 
problem by limiting 
which could be imp 
real property. Con 
value assessment 
ited tax rate of say $3.0, 
hundred ($20,000 house 
$600) would provide si; 
and certainty for all t 
property. Of course, 
would be a revenue los 
decreasing the real 
tax. Some municipaliti 
already attempted 
this up by increasing th 
ratic personal property 
Because of the low levey 
personal property 
ment and the general ins 
iency of this type of tax: 
only adequate solution = 
can be seen for the pers: 
property tax is its eli bg 
This would result in a fur 
comparatively 
loss, but both 
personal property revenue 1 
can be made up by a 
duction of a broad-t 
New Jersey. We are 
four states in the Un 
out a sales or persons 
tax. The State of Wa 
for instance, collects 55% °: 
revenues from a sales % 
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Rul. 57-178: 
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SALE: 
nen taxpayer organized a cor- 
a ‘manufacture and 
, it was her under- 
that she was to con- 
r trade name and in- 
the other 
was to contribute 
settlement of a dispute 
under this agreement, 
agreed to accept 1% of 


Held: The proceeds are ordin- 
7 income rather than capital 
‘the brothers never held 








AALTENS ORANGE 
AUCTION GALLERIES 


vag Estab. 1914 


AUCTIONEERS, APPRAISERS AND 
LIQUIDATORS OF ESTATES 
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In Whole or Part 
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AMOUNTS 
MNIVED UNDER ACCIDENT 

HEALTH PLANS: An em- 
ee WhO is receiving a disa- 


subj ect to the limitations 
din section 105(d) of the 
} Revenue Code of 1954, 
pe engaged ina gainful oc- 
s a self-employed in- 
3], or aS an employee of 
without af- 
ae the tax treatment of his 


Tax- 
an auto dealer, acquired 
s inventory and tempor- 
igned them to company 
nd salesmen for their 


their sale, it real- 


ry income. Johnson- 
’ aa 


settlement was a 
eof the trade name and pat- 
ts, Payments were not com- 
for taxpayer’s services. 
nts and her trade name 
assets, and the trans- 
-of the right to use them in 
: United States constitutes a 


+ Reed, 26 TC No. 78, aca. 
B 1956-47. 
ORDINARY INCOME: Two 


who had been engaged 
lectrical appliance busi- 
tners transferred all 
except 
war-surplus items, to a 
items 

urchased from the part- 
sship for $10,000 and sold in 

wn names at a substantial 
succeeding three 


| 


the war surplus items as an in- 


vestment, but only as the stock | agreement 


in trade of a business operation. 
Baker, TCM 1956-241. 


erage firm which was required 
by the Exchange to increase its 


capital. He entered into an| 
with a _ customer | 
whereby her securities were 


transferred from her account to 


ORDINARY INCOME: In 1944, | taxpayer’s capital account. This | 
transaction was referred to as a| 


taxpayer, a practicing attorney, 
;| acquired a farm. After he made 
various improvements, he sold 
15 lots in 1947, 57 in 1948, 16 in 
1949, and 13 in 1950. Taxpayer 
also dealt in other real estate. 

Held: Taxpayer was engaged 
in the business of selling real 
estate in 1948 and 1949. The in- 
come is taxable as ordinary in- 
come. Murray, CA-10, 10/11/56. 

ORDINARY INCOME: Five 
weeks after taxpayer received 
approximately 200 lots of im- 
proved and unimproved real es- 
tate as a gift from her parents, 
she sold two. In a period of 11 
months, she sold, in seven trans- 
actions, 10814 lots and an entire 
city block. 

Held: She did not prove that 
the lots were not held primarily 
for sale in the ordinary course of 
a trade or business. Bistline, DC 
Idaho, 11/1/56. 

COMMISSIONER’S ADJUST- 
MENT: Taxpayer was a member 
of a partnership which, though 
it changed its books from a cash 
basis to an accrual basis in 1946, 
continued to file tax returns on 
a cash basis. Commissioner re- 
computed income on an accrual 
basis. 

Held: Taxpayer failed to prove 
that an error in the partnership 
books brought about a duplica- 
tion of reported sales for 1947 
or that the Commissioner erred 
in his determination of opening 
and closing accounts receivable, 
accounts payable and inventor- 
ies for 1946 and 1947. Cobleigh, 
TCM 1956-261. 

STUD FEES: A horse breeder 
bred mares in the springtime. 
The foals were born 11 months 
later. Under the terms of the 
breeding transactions, a live foal 
was guaranteed. Although the 
fees were collected in the year of 
breeding, taxpayer reported 
them as income in the following 
year when the foals were born. 

Held: The fees were income in 
the year of breeding and receipt. 
Whether taxpayer was on the 
cash or accrual basis was imma- 
terial. Any refunds made in a 
subsequent year could be de- 
ducted in the year the refund 
was made. Whitaker Estate, 27 
TC No. 44. 

REDUCTION OF LOSS: As a 
result of a stockholder’s deriva- 
tive action, taxpayer received a 
$15 million recovery based on 
many allegations of damage suf- 
fered. Commissioner allocated 



























{tended that taxpayer buyer w 


loan and was secured by a mort- 
gage on taxpayer’s home. As 
provided in the agreement, the 
securities were actively traded, 
always with the specific consent 
of the customer who reported 
the gains and losses in her re- 
turns. Commissioner treated 
them as short sales by the tax- 
payer. 

Held: They were sales by the 
customer, not by taxpayer. To- 
bey, 26 TC No. 76, acq. IRB 47. 

COMMISSIONS: The general 
manager and principal stock- 
holder of taxpayer, a car dealer 
corporation, sold auto insurance 
as an individual and paid to the 
corporation the expenses inci- 
dent to the insurance brokerage 
business. Commissioner asserted 
the commissions were income of 
the corporation and a dividend 
to the stockholder manager. 

Held: The commissions were 
income of the individual. The 
corporation’s character did not 
authorize the sale of insurance 
and under South Carolina law a 
corporation could not be licensed 
as a broker. Waits Motors, Inc., 
DC SC, 11/29/56. 

PURCHASE OPTION: Taxpay- 
er obtained a five year option to 
buy property. A deed and a bill 
of sale were executed and placed 
in escrow. Meanwhile a corpora- 
tion in which taxpayer held a 
minority interest occupied and 
leased the property for five years, 
at $1,500 a month. Toward the 


|end of the lease period, taxpayer 
Commis- | 


exercised his option 
sioner determined that the prop- 


erty was purchased by taxpayer 
at the time the option was ob- 
tained, and that the rent was 


therefore taxable to him. 

Held: This was a _ perfectly 
normal option arrangement; 
title did not pass until five years 
later when taxpayer exercised 
the option and complied fully 


with its terms. Niederkrome, 
TCM 1956-255. 

INCOME BETWEEN’ CON- 
TRACT AND SALE: Taxpayer 
was the assignee of a contract 


entered into May 12, 1949 for the 


purchase of a hotel at a flat 
price. The contract provided 
that the closing would be held 
one month later, at which time 


any net income earned between 
May 1, 1949 and June 15, 1949, 
subject to the customary closing 
adjustments, would be credited 
to the buyer. Commissioner con- 
as 





the recovery to various items and | taxable on this income because 
ce Co - IMMEDIATE APPRAISALS — determined a taxable profit on |it received it. 
— CHEERFUL ESTIMATES — many of these. Held: The court holds other- 
, Held: There was no justifica-|wise; the greater bundle of 
SALES ee tion for such a procedure. Tax- | rights, including title, possession, 
diageiase payer had lost $25 million all in | management and the substantial 
ACK, N “ONSULT US FIRST — IT PAYS | all, and the recovery of $15 mil-| burdens and benefits of the 
- hep. by N. HOLOVER & SONS || lion represented a recovery of ownership of the property were 
47-49 Main Street | capital, not income. Penn-road, | all still possessed by the seller at 
East Orange, N.J 21 TC 1987, acq. IRB 1956-47. the time the income in question 
O 4.4596 ‘ eo 3.4463 || SALES: Taxpayer was a re-|was earned. 2 Lexington Ave. 
: }' tired senior partner in a brok-|Corp., 26 TC No. 101, acq. IRB 
1956-46. 
many FAMILY PARTNERSHIP: Two 
BUSINESS and men negotiated for the purchase 
aw sii MORTGAGE of hotel property. After they 
t- paid earnest money on a con- 
Y: “" lt and 2nd MORTGAGES - RESIDENTIAL - INDUSTRIAL & COMMERCIAL tract to purchase, they decided 
based 0 ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE - NON-NOTIPICATION that the property should be held 
wt 60 PARK PLACE [by a partnership composed of 
e in m2 ORGAN co. NEWARK 2, N. J. ete gesna the other’s — 
; —_ Mitchell 2-0534 | Thoug e two women signed a 
: 2 |partnership agreement, they| 
took no part in the negotiations | 
te concerning the sale of the hotel, 
stk Prompt—Accura Reasonable |nor did they invest any of their | 
ACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States unc el 
ourts . 
cma corporate |}| Held: The men, and not the| 
ae of regularity of proceedings or corpo women, were the actual part-| 
SEARCHES in Superior Court of New Jersey and United States ]|ners. Each man was taxed with 
rp courts. [one-half of the hotel income, 
FORMATION and forms in any of the departments at but fraud penalties for failure 
Trenton. to report were not assessed. The 
missioner did not prove the 
v1 fg MESTATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. | conn ee ear 
a a s&s See. Michael, TCM 1956-257. 
NEWARK er 559 Tel. EXport 6-8439 DEPRECIATION: Taxpayer 
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|purchased a partially completed 
| vessel in 1945, intending to com- 


Tax Assessment 





(Continued from page 6) | 


There have been many sug- 
gestions for additional taxes | 
at the locallevel and at the | 
state level. It is my feeling | 
that the municipality is not 
the proper instrumentality for | 
the imposition of one of the | 
broad-based taxes such as/| 
sales, personal income, cor- 
porate income or gross receipts | 
or business income tax because | | 
of the need for state-wide uni- 

formity to avoid economic dis- | 
advantage to some municipal- 
ities. If the legislature were 
to grant a local option to im- 
pose certain taxes at the mun- 
icipal level as it did with At- 
lantic City, the urban cities | 
whose revenue needs. are! 
greatest would drive them- | 
selves out of business. Our sub- 
urban type of economy too 
easily permits “shopping else- | 
where”. The tax should be ad- | 
ministered by the state and} 
distributed to the municipal- 
ities on the basis of assess- 
ments (an incentive to keep | 
them at full value), or on the 
basis of school children or 
population or some equitable | 
standard. This would result in 
a real property tax in some | 
municipalities lower than the | 
maximum because the neces- 
sary revenues might be, in 
major part, satisfied by the 
broad-based tax. There is, of 
course, the danger that the 
state may not provide neces- 
sary revenues for a municipal- | 
ity and it will be boxed in by | 
the real property limitation. | 
This is a problem which must | 
be worked out but it is not in- | 
surmountable. There is now} 
before our legislature a bill to | 
provide a corporate income tax 
at 7% on net profits in excess 
of $10,000, deductible for fed- 
eral income tax purposes. It is 
in substitute of the corporate 
franchise tax which is a tax 
of another era unsuitable for 











plete and use it as a barge. Be- 
cause it had difficulty in arrang- 
ing financing, taxpayer halted 
work on the vessel in 1946. It 
then used the vessel to store 
equipment, and the machine 
shop inside to repair other barg- 
es and tugs it owned. Crew 
members of boats being repaired 
often ate, lived and slept aboard 
the incomplete boat. Interest 
and insurance costs were capi- 
talized from 1946 through 1950. 
In 1951-1953, they were expens- 
ed, but no depreciation was 
claimed. Taxpayer now claims 
depreciation is allowable and 
asks refund. 


Held: Depreciation is allow- 
able. The vessel was used in the 
trade or business of the tax- 
payer. Gulf Atlantic Transport- 
ation Co., DC Fla., 11/5/56. 


;}mental revenue needs, 


| by the excise, 





At True Value 


efficient revenue raising under 
present conditions. It is a step 
in the right direction, al- 
though it is not the complete 
solution. The projected reve- 
nue from this tax is 85 million 
dollars which might be enough 
to take up the slack lost by a 
real property limitation, and 
the elimination of the per- 
sonal property tax. 
A real property tax limitation, 
combined with corporate income 
tax, or more equitably, a business 


|income tax, making no distinc- 
| tion between those who use the 


corporate form and those who 


|do not, would provide New Jer- 


sey with a sound basic tax struc- 
ture which would meet funda- 
supple- 
mented, as now, on the local level 
by municipal and school district 
borrowing, and at the state level 
inheritance and 
special activity taxes. 

The achievement of a satis- 
factory tax structure for our 
state is a time-consuming, yet 
delicate task, which can neither 
be accomplished by piecemeal 
legislation nor hurried consulta- 
tion. The suggestions which I 
have set forth are not intended 
to be the solution to the problem, 
but merely to supply ammuni- 
tion for thought and discussion 
which I hope will lead to a tax 
revision, which will be the prod- 
uct of many minds and will best 


| fit the needs of our state. 
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Complete Title 
Facilities Throughout 
The World 


APPROVED ATTORNEY PLAN 
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LAWYERS MORTGAGE 
and TITLE COMPANY 
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110 WEST STATE STREET 
TRENTON 8, NEW JERSEY 


CHANCERY ABSTRACTING COMPANY 
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PROCEEDINGS IN ALL COURTS 


EXport 6-9070 
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may be taken in quiet hearing 
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DEPOSITIONS - BERGEN COUNTY 


Shorthand Reporters and Notaries. No charge, of course, for 
use of our air-conditioned hearing room. Parking nearby. 


NORTH JERSEY REPORTING SERVICE 
210 Main Street, Hackensack, N. J. 


room by experienced Certified 


Leonard W. Meyer 











SUPERIOR TRENTON SERVICE 


Superior and U.S. District 


with receivership search in both courts. 


Corporate Status, including 
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SUPERIOR TITLE SEARCH COMPANY 


(W. Coe 


24 Branford Place ‘el. MArket 3-4232 


Court judgment sear 
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SUMMER COURT SCHEDULES 


Superior Court 


ORDERED that the judges of the Superior Court 
are assigned to the Appellate Division, Law Division 
and Chancery Division, including emergent matri- 
monial matters, during the summer vacation as fol- 
lows: 

June 30 to July 6 
Appellate Division: Judges Francis, Stanton and 
Leyden sitting’ at Newark 

Judge Leyden sitting at Newark 
Judge Francis sitting at Trenton 
Judge Stanton sitting at Newark 
Judge Francis sitting at Trenton 


Law Division: 
Chancery Division: 


July 7 to July 13 
Appellate Division: Judges Francis, Waugh and Smith 
sitting at Newark 

Judge Smith sitting at Newark 
Judge Waugh sitting at Trenton 
Judge Francis sitting at Newark 


Judge Waugh sitting at Trenton 


Law Division: 
Chancery Division: 


July 14 to July 20 
Appellate Division: Judges Hughes, Price and 
Coolahan sitting at Trenton 
Judge Coolahan sitting at Newark 
Judge Hughes sitting at Trenton 
Judge Price sitting at Newark 
Judge Hughes sitting at Trenton 


Law Division: 
Chancery Division: 


July 21 to July 27 
Appellate Division: Judges Hall, Broadhurst and 
McGeehan sitting at Newark 
Judge McGeehan sitting at Newark 
Judge Hall sitting at Trenton 
Judge Broadhurst sitting at 
Newark 

Judge Hall sitting at Trenton 


Law Division. 


Chancery Division: 


July 28 to August 3 

Appellate Division: Judges Conford, Haneman and 

Ewart sitting at Newark 

Judge Ewart sitting at Newark 

Judge Haneman sitting at 

Camden 

Judge Conford sitting at Newark 

Judge Haneman sitting at Camden 

August 4 to August 10 

Appellate Division: Judges Clapp, Sullivan and 

Davidson sitting at Trenton 

Judge Davidson sitting at Newark 

Judge Clapp sitting at Trenton 

Judge Sullivan sitting at Newark 

Judge Clapp sitting at Trenton 

August 11 to August 17 

Appellate Division: Judges Goldmann, Knight and 

Waesche sitting at Newark 

Judge Waesche sitting at Newark 

Judge Goldmann sitting at 

Trenton 

Judge Knight sitting at Newark 

Judge Goldmann sitting at 

Trenton 

August 18 to August 24 

Appellate Division: Judges Proctor, Grimshaw and 

Pindar sitting at Newark 

Law Division: Judge Pindar sitting at Newark 
Judge Proctor sitting at Trenton 

: Judge Grimshaw sitting at Newark 
Judge Proctor sitting at Trenton 

August 25 to September 3 

Appellate Division: Judges Freund, Cafiero and 

Artaserse sitting at Trenton 


Law Division: 


Chancery Division: 


Law Division: 


Chancery Division: 


Law Division: 


Chancery Division: 


Law Division: Judge Artaserse sitting at Newark 
Judge Cafiero sitting at Camden 

Chancery Division: Judge Freund sitting at Newark 
Judge Cafiero sitting at Camden 


ORDERED that the Superior Court judges assigned 
to the hearing of matrimonial matters shall sit at their 
regular places of assignment for the trial of cases and 
that in addition to his regular assignment Judge Law- 
rence A. Cavinato is temporarily assigned to the 
Chancery Division of the Superior Court to hear matri- 
monial matters in Vicinage +1 sitting in Bergen 
County as follows: 

Week of July 1, 1957 

Judge Nicholas A. Tomasulo 

Weeks of July 8 and 15, 1957 

Judges William R. J. Burton, Lawrence A. Cavinato, 
Kenneth C. Hand, William A. Hegarty, Walter L. Het- 
field, Gene R. Mariano, Nicholas A. Tomasulo and 
Bernard W. Vogel. 

Week of July 22, 1957 

Judges William R. J. Burton, Lawrence A. Cavinato, 
Kenneth C. Hand, William A. Hegarty, Walter L. Het- 
field, Gene R. Mariano and Bernard W. Vogel. 

/s/ ARTHUR T. VANDERBILT 
C.J. 


County Courts, District Courts and 
Juvenile and Domestic Relations Courts 


ORDERED that the County Courts, County Dis- 
trict Courts and Juvenile and Domestic Relations 
Courts shall be held during the summer vacation of 
1957 on the days and by the judges indicated as follows: 
Atlantic County Court 

Judge Leonard: July 2, 8, 9, 11 and 16; August 5, 6, 

8, 13: September 3. 

Judge Naame: July 22, 23, 24, 25 and 30; August 19, 

20, 27 and 29; September 3. 

The judges will be available foi emergent mat- 
ters during the weeks they have scheduled court days. 


‘ 





Atlantic County District Court 
Judge Mischlich: July 3, 10, 17, 24 and 31; August 7, 
14, 21 and 28. 
Bergen County Court 
Judge Marini: July 2. 
Judge Malech: July 9, 11, 12, 23 and 25. 
Judge O’Dea: July 16 and 18. 
Judge Galanti: July 30; August 1, 6 and 8. 
Judge Vanderwart: August 13 and 15. 
Judge Schneider: August 20 and 23. 
Judge Lynn: August 27, 29 and 30; September 3. 

The judges will be available for emergent mat- 
ters during the weeks they have scheduled court days. 
Bergen County District Court 

Judge Marini: July 1. 

Judge Malech: July 8 and 22. 

Judge O’Dea: July 15. 

Judge Galanti: July 29; August 5. 

Judge Vanderwart: August 12. 

Judge Schneider: August 19. 

Judge Lynn: August 26. 
Bergen County Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court 

Judge Malech: July 10, 24 and 26. 

Judge O’Dea: July 17 and 19. 

Judge Galanti: July 31; August 2, 7 and 9. 

Judge Vanderwart: August 14 and 16. 

Judge Kole: July 2 and 3; August 20, 22, 27 and 29. 
Burlington County Court 

Judge McGann: July 2, 9 and 16. 

Judge Drenk: July 23 and 30. 

Judge Acton: August 6, 13, 20 and 27. 

Judges McGann and Drenk will be available in 
July and Judge Acton in August for emergent matters. 
Burlington County District Court 

Same schedule as County Court. 

Camden County Court 
Judge Mitchell: July 2, 9, 16, 23 and 30. 
Judge Martino: August 6, 13, 20 and 27. 

Judge Mitchell will be available during July and 
Judge Martino during August for emergent matters. 
Camden County District Court 

Judge Palese: July 1, 2, 3, 8, 9, 10, 15, 16, 17, 22, 23, 
24, 29, 30 and 31. 
Judge Dzick: August 5, 6, 7, 12 
27 and 28 
Cape May County Court 
Judge Adler: July 3, 10, 17, 24 and 31. 
Judge Acton: August 7, 14, 21 and 28. 

Judge Adler will be available in July and Judge 
Acton in August for emergent matters. 

Cape May County District Court 

Same schedule as County Court. 
Cumberland County Court 

Judge Adler: July 5, 12, 19 and 26. 
Judge Acton: August 2, 9, 16, 23 and 30. 
Judge Adler will be available in July and Judge 
Acton in August for emergent matters. 
Cumberland County District Court 
Same schedule as County Court. 
Essex County Court 
Judge Foley: July 1,2 and 3; August 26, 27, 28 and 29. 
Judge Masucci: July 8, 9, 10, 15, 16, 17, 22, 23 and 24. 
Judge Gaulkin: July 29, 30 and 31; August 5. 6, 7 
and 8. 
Judge Giuliano: August 12, 13, 14, 19, 20, 21 and 22. 

The judges will be available for emergent mat- 
ters during the weeks they have scheduled court days. 
Essex County District Court 


13, 14, 19, 20, 21, 26, 


17 and 18. 

Judge Conklin: July 22, 23, 24, 25, 
August 1, 5, 6, 7 and 8. 

Judge Yancey: August 12, 13, 14, 15, 19, 20, 21, 22, 


29, 30 and 31; 


Essex County Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court 
Judge Beilfatto: July 1, 2, 3, 8, 9, 10, 11, 15, 16, 17, 
18; 22. 23, 24, 25.29: 30: and 31. 
Judge Lindeman: August 1, 5, 6, 7, 8, 12, 13, 14, 15, 
19, 20, 21, 22, 28, 27, 28 ana 29. 
Gloucester County Court 
Judge Wick: July 10 and 24. 
Judge Schalick: August 7 and 21. 
Judge Wick will be available in July and Judge 
Schalick in August for emergent matters. 
Gloucester County District Court 
Same schedule as County Court. 
Hudson County Court 
Judge Drewen: July 2 and 9. 
Judge Graf: July 16, 23 and 30. 
Judge Duffy: August 6 and 13. 
Judge Nimmo: August 20 and 27. 
The judges will be available for emergent mat- 
ters during the weeks they have scheduled court days. 


Hudson County District Court 
Civil matters at 25-27 Oakland Ave., Jersey City: 
Judge Cozzi: July 3, 8, 9, 10, 11, 15, 16, 17 and 18. 
Judge Beronio: July 1, 22, 23, 24, 25, 29, 30 and 31; 
August 1. 
Judge Reeves: August 5, 6, 7, 8, 12, 13, 14 and 15. 
Judge Fink: July 2; August 19, 20, 21, 22, 26, 27, 
28 and 29. 
Traffic Court at the Court House, Jersey City, evenings: 
Judge Cozzi: July 9 and 16. 
Judge Beronio: July 23 and 30. 
Judge Reeves: August 6 and 13. 
Judge Fink: July 2; August 20 and 27. 
Hudson County Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court 
Judge Barison: July 3, 9, 10, 11, 16, 18, 23, 24, 25, 30 
and 31; August 1, 7, 8, 13, 14 and 15. 
Judge Nimmo: August 21 and 28. 





a 





Hunterdon County Court 
Judge Halpern: July 5, 12, 19 and 26. 
Judge Gebhardt: August 2, 9, 16, 23 and 39. 
Judge Halpern will be available in Jy, . 
Judge Gebhardt in August for emergent matter. 7 
Hunterdon County District Court 
Same schedule as County Court. 


Mercer County Court 
Judge Bennett: July 2, 9, 16, 23 and 30. 
Judge Lane: August 6, 13, 20 and 27. 

Judge Bennett will be available in Jy, ..J 
Judge Lane in August for emergent matters 
Mercer County District Court 

Judge Vine: July 10, 11, 12, 17, 18, 24, 25 and 3) 
Middlesex County Court 

Judge Kalteissen: July 2, 9, 16, 23 and 30. 

Judge Morris: August 6, 13, 20 and 27. 

Judge Kalteissen will be available in Jy), .. 
Judge Morris in August for emergent matters, © — 
Middlesex County District Court 

Judge Morrison—New Brunswick: July 2, 16 ars» 
Perth Amboy: July 3, 17 and 31. 
Judge Dubrow—New Brunswick: August 13 ang 
Perth Amboy: August 14 and 28. 
Monmouth County Court 
Judge Giordano: July 2, 9, 16, 23 and 30 
Judge Simmill: August 6, 13, 20 and 27. 

Judge Giordano or Judge Evans will be ayaj. 
in July and Judge Simmill or Judge Ascher in ay» 
for emergent matters. : 
Monmouth County District Court 

Judge Evans—Long Branch: July 3 and 19 
Asbury Park: July 11 and 25. 
Judge Ascher. Long Branch: August 9 and 23 
Asbury Park: August 15 and 29. 
Morris County Court 
Judge Mintz: July 2 and 9; August 27. 
Judge Barrett: July 16, 23 and 30; August 6, 13 arg» 

Judge Mintz will be available from July 1 
inclusive and August 23 to September 3 inclusive ¢ ; 
Judge Barrett will be available from July 10 to Auzy oe 
22 inclusive for emergent matters. sip 
Morris County District Court 

Judge Doland—Boonton: July 1 and 15 
Judge Kelly—Morristown: July 24; August 7 
Judge Ely—Morristown: August 15 and 2° 
Ocean County Court 
Judge John J. Ewart: July 2, 9, 16, 23 and 30: Aucwi- x 
6. 13, 20 and 27. no34 
Judge John J. Ewart will be available in July a 
August for emergent matters. 
Ocean County District Court 
Judge John J. Ewart: July 8, 10, 11, 15, 17, 18, 22% 
25, 29 and 31. 
Passaic County Court W 
Judge Viviano: July 2, 9, 16, 23 and 30. 
Judge Coliester: August 6, 13, 20 and 27. 

































































































































































Judge Viviano will be available in July a 
Judge Collester in August for emergent matters : 
Passaic County District Court A 

Judge Dunn—Paterson: July 3 and 31; August 7 sy 


Judge Polack—Paterson: July 10; August 14 
Judge Bertoni—Paterson: July 17; August 21 
Judge Ward—Paterson: July 24; August 28 
Passaic County Juvenile and Domestic Relations Cour 2% 6 
Judge Viviano—Juveniles: July 9 and 30 
Domestic Relations: July 10 and 31. 
Judge Collester—Juveniles: August 13 
Domestic Relations: August 14. 
Salem County Court 
Judge Wick: July 3, 17 and 31. 
Judge Schalick: August 14 and 28 
Judge Wick will be available in July and Jud 
Schalick in August for emergent matters 
Salem County District Court 
Same schedule as County Court. 
Somerset County Court 
Judge Haipern: July 2, 9, 16, 23 and 30. 
Judge Chiaravalli: August 6, 13, 20 and 27 
Judge Halpern will be available in 
Judge Chiaravalli in August for emergent matters 
Somerset County District Court 
Same schedule as County Court. 
Sussex County Court 
Judge Tailman: July 5, 12, 19 and 26. 
Judge Concilio: August 2, 9, 16, 23 and 30 
Judge Tallman will be available in July @ 
Judge Concilio in August for emergent matters. 
Sussex County District Court 
Same schedule as County Court. 
Union County Court 
Judge McGrath: July 2, 9, 16 and 23. 
Judge Feller: July 30; August 6, 13, 20 and 27. 
Judge McGrath will be available in Juy # 
Judge Feller in August for emergent matters. 
Union County District Court 
Schedule to be published later. 
Union County Juvenile and Domestic Relations Co 
Judge O’Connor: July 3, 11, 18 and 25. 
Judge Feller: August 6, 13, 20 and 27. 
Warren County Court 
Judge Tallman: July 11, 18 and 235. 
Judge Concilio: August 1, 8, 15, 22 and 29. | 
Judge Tallman will be available in Jwy ‘ 
Judge Concilio in August for emergent matters. 
Warren County District Court 
Judge Shipman—Civil Matters 
Philipsburg: July 11; August 8. 
Belvidere: July 18; August 15. 
—Traffic and Criminal Matters 
Phillipsburg: July 12; August 9. 
Belvidere: July 23; August 19. 
/s/ ARTHUR T. VA 
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Maurice Jordan Price has 
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LEGAL NOTICES 


ATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTME NT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
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It appears to my satisfaction. 
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ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY aaah on OF DECREASE OF ry Dated: May 20, 1957; PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the under- Dated 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE APITAL STOCK aime ESTATE OF CATHERINE HAGGERTY, signed vill apply to the Essex County Court} ESTATE OF CATHERINE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION AND | deceased. at the Court House, Newark, New Jersey, deceased 
To all to whom these presente may come, AMENDMENT OF CERTIFICATE Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M.| on the 19th day of June 1957, at 2:00 p Pursuant to the order 
Greeting: OF INCORPORATION FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of | for a judgment authorizing them to assume | FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, of Essex, this day made, on the application of | the names of Rudolph Harold Bonaface and/| Essex, this day made, on 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- MALLON SUBURBAN MOTORS, INC. the undersigned, Executor of said deceased,| Patricia Anne Bonaface. | the undersigned, Executor 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof The present location of the principal office | nutice is hereby given to the creditors of | Rudolph Harold Bonafacio | notice is hereby given to 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | in this state is at 1128 Springfield Avenue, | said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber | Patricia Anne Bonafacio | said deceased, to exhibit S 
bolders. deposited in my office that — : in the Town of Irvington, County of Essex. | under oath or affirmation, their claims and| Harvey Smith, Esq. } under oath or affirmation 
AMSCO ACCEPTANCE CORPORATION The name of the present agent therein and demands against the estate of said deceased,| 15 Main Street | demands against the estate e 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | in charge thereof upon whom process against | within six months from this date, or they| Hackensack, N. J. | within six months from ¢ 
office is situated at No. 366 Gregory Avenue, | this corporation may be served is EDWIN A. | will be forever barred from prosecuting or| L.J.—May 23, 30, June 6, 13 $9.45 | will be forever barred d ’ 
in the coy mah sae Orange, a a Essex, | NEUBECK. recovering the same against the subscriber. | ————————___—__ —__—______—— | recovering the same against “y 
State of New Jersey (Abraham L. Treitman, mae rere 7 . ““y THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION SSEX INTY ar THE HOWARD SAVINGS . e 
being the agent therein and in charge RESOLUTION OF DIRECTORS. JOHN F. CONNOLLY, Attorney saps Py Sail DAVID 8. BINGHAM : 
thereof, upon whom process may be served), The Board of Directors of Mallon Suburban |}; Commerce Street sul GMENT 744 Broad Street 
has complied with the requirements of Title | Motors, Inc., a corporation of New Jersey, | Newark 2, N. J —e - Pcie ra Newark 2, N. J 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | on this 29th day of April, 1957, does hereby |) jy ~-\fay 30, June 6, 13, 20, 27 AD peer oe ae af Gee ee L.J.—May 16, 23, 30, J 1 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing RESOLVE AND DECLARE that it is Weree ek ae aes Kezyszton and Margaret = ) pS sir : 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. advisable that the capital and the issued ella a) anand hdl ne 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | and outstanding capital stock of the com- Dated: May 28, 1957 names of Casimir John) STATE OF NE\ 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | pany be reduced from $27,150.00, consisting ESTATE OF CLARA M. STAHL, deceased, and Margaret Kryston, ) DEPARTMENT 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the | of 2,715 shares of capital stock of the par Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M.| re 4 ) CERTIFICATE OF 
Seventh day of June, 1957, file in my | value of $10.00 each, to $9,300.00, consisting FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of a pean ) ee ill to whom these presents « 
office a duly executed ‘and attested consent | of 930 shares of capital ‘stock of the par| Essex, this day made, on the application of | —(HARLY KSZYSZTON and MARGARET ™ 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor-| value of $10.00 each, by the purchase for| the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, | KSZYSZTON, his wife, having t hie nhs 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | retirement of .785 shares thereof, and, notice hereby given to the creditors of |” a jus, Made np nt “c Judgment by ore 
| t july verified cor ain i jdgment | ing d 





stock | said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
00.00, | under oath or affirmat ion, their claims and 





thereof, which said consent and the record | further, that the authorized cay i z 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | of the company be reduced from $35,( to assume other name Ww ASIMIR | jy unani n 
in my sald offic provided by law | consisting of 3,500 shares of the par value | demands against the estate of said deceased, | JOHN KRYSTON and “M Ak GARE t KRYS-| holders, deposited in my 

; MMONY WHEREOF, 1 | of $10.00 each, to $17,150.00, consisting of | within six months from this date, or they | FUN, respectively, and it appearing to the) HIRLEMANN SHEET M! 




























































































































































































































T " 
have hereto set my hand and af | 1.715 shares of the par value of $10.00/ will be forever barred from prosecuting or, ‘urt that have pe ed with all the | a corporation of this Stat 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton each. The said Board of Directors does hereby | recovering the same against the subscriber. | |’ sions of the Sta R.S. 2A:52-1 et! office is situated at No. 1 
this Seventh day of June, A.D.,| call a meeting of the stockholders, to be held EDWARD J. McKENNA, 3rd Seq] it Court | Satisfied thereof, n the City of Newark oa 
Seal) one thousand nine hundred and | at the company’s office, in the Town of Irving- | I & BRASS, Attorneys 1 hat there are no able objections ‘ - 
lifty-sever } ton, on the 29th day of April, 1957, at demy Street thereto; ae : alk are 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, } 11:30 A.M., to take action upon the above 2. Bas t on this h day of $2) ine, 1957, i eae 
Secretary of State. | resolution seal June 6, 13, 20, 27, July 4 d ADJT DGI I) that CH an LTON be ye 
LJ June 13, 20, 27 $21.60 | 4 7 and he is hereby uthori assume the + 
- CERTIFICATE OF CHANGE. ; ae name of ¢ ASIMIR JOHN KR Y STON {rom “a 
din ter May 1, 997 July 1 that  Y . 3 
rAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will | Mallon Suburban Motors, Inc., a corpora-| pesparTE OF WILLIAM tf MEHLIC H, de- I SZYSZTON < Recipe a ait 
apply to the Essex ty Court on the 8th| t the State of New Jersey, does hereby eased apes . : Seem yal 
da of July 1957, at 9:30 o'clock in the] c } that it f decreased its capital Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. LON ‘ and that 
forenoon, at the Court House in the City of | s k and its c by the purchase for irrogate of the County of} within d a8 ntiffs will q . 
Newark, New Jersey, for a judgment author- | retirement of 1, shares of its capital made, on the application of | cause a copy ‘i i be pub ; . 
izing them to assu the names of Henry | stock of the par value of $10.00 each, and Executors of said deceased, tae ag . 
Morrow and Wini fred Beahm Morrow, respec-| that the horized capital stock of the given to the creditors of} wit! aa es re 
tively | company shall consist of $17,150.00, divided exhibit to the subscribers tote 
Henry Mrozowicz into 1,715 shares of the par value of affirmation, their claims and| J 2 
Winifred Bealim Mrozowicz $10.00 each, of which said newly authorized | y the estate of said deceased, | J oa 7 lerk. and 
‘Ish j capital stec as of the date hers ee there | y hs from this date, or they) 4 - i j with tha 
laintiffs | shall be nd outetenc ing $9,300.00, | witl be er barred from prosecuting or] s t ‘ rsuant to » provi- $ 
whads so teat en Pi e tal ee ee eee ee 2 r same against the subscribers. | < ‘ ‘ such case made and 
30. 27 ' 610.71 | bs aa eae A. MEHLICH provided 
oa 9 ee te ae AM O. MEHLICH s/d JAMES R. GIULIANO, arate 
ee rises “gee I ye: nd fifty wan ‘ 
| shares of capital stock of the company which | *! ieee anes een eae ‘ Motior = E cd RD hg 
E, that the undersigned will | ¢yey respectively owned. Such purchases prorneys ; a oe STER DWARD J Pieter 
ssex County Court, Newark, | were al made “pursuant to the terms of | {4+ Broad Street Sere aay ‘< bo LJ nae gsc’ Aas Pg 
July Sth, 1957 at 9:30 A.M. rate ck purchase agreements dated |Nev#Tk 2, N. J. ; ee See inte y 9), Jun 
autho them to assume | , 29, 1957, e: d into by and between 2 . Ss Ni ih Ps ds : pts are ‘ — 
t - on - tua rt R OST. Re dag ag the company liam M. Frank, and . — \ F NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERS 
PROS 5 tI OUIS t » GREG-| by and bet >» company and William L . STATE OF NEW JERSE 9EPARTMENT STATE 
ORY DAVID FROST, LAURIE PATRICIA M: vllon. ¢ ir we price paid, a total “a yer oF. a _ oe DEPARTMENT OF STATE on RTIFICATE rx? STATE 
FROST _ sur, ; $17,850.00 has PF to capital CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICAPE OF wept To 1 to whom these nia my 
MAN we ind lly and as and the balance t is, said purchases : Spex eae ill to whom these presents may come, Greeting May 
natural gu of i i FREY LOUIS | and th = l Bi or the 1 Pe sets? fo whom these presents may come, Greeting WHE r EAS, It appears F 
PRUCHT, GREGORY DAVID FRUCHT, | 1 corporation to be SS TISERILS «1b Buokare ito anyoaRLea ction WHEREAS, It a my satisfaction, ' m a 
LAURIE PATRICIA FRUCHT n and regu side aorhentical ‘record of the proceed: | 0 ya record of the proceed- a hy spier 
JUXI ALICE FRUCHT is vote of ngs dissolution thereof yr > tary dissolution thereof a pe a 
ott r a meeting , by t ni is consent of all the stock e 2ouS isent the stock- aces 
itis Di rectors for | tvld office chat | holders wosited in my office that 
et hat pur GOLD ASSOCIATES, INC. | RERKSHIRE LOD INC : : 
| oN WII INE ss W MI — EOF, said corporation | @ cory State, whose principal | corporati of this State, whose principal | ay 2 “x 
20, 27, July 4 $12.60 | has made t > e under its seal and | office N ashington of e is 5 t at No. Longwood Valley jo th 
lt hands nt and sceretary, the | Street, in the City of i County of | y of Oak Ri ag e, County of] sta 
ESSEX COUNTY COURT p2vth d ‘ w Jer (Abram Waks, | New Jersey (John Heinrich, | an 
LAW DIVISION ESSEX COUNTY | INC. in and. ine iarge thereof, | being the ayent therein and in charge thereof, | pin 
DOCKET NO BY I ibe may be se rved), has | process may be served), has | m (foe 
CIVIL NOTICI |} ATTEST W L. Mallon equirements of Title 14. | the requirements of Title 14, | dy 7 
LJ May 2 June 6, 13 7.96 of Revised Statutes | , General, of Revised Statutes - a 
peas ‘iminary to the issuing preliminary to the issuing te a 





Dissolution. 


In the Matt ication » of 
IRE, I, the Secretary of | 


of MARTIN IRVI NG GINSB ERG and ieate of Dissolution 


THE R a F OR E, I, the Secretary of] St 


































































































: 4 ars TAKE NOTICE that ind vo eee ry at the State 
MARTIN IRVING GREENE. and se, Newark, New y, on the 26th | py day i067. ale an cory ration "did, on the | re , : 
JUNE ANN GREENE, respectively day of June, 190% aoe u and attested con- 1957, in| “A 
, t rnoon f judgn author 3 jissuiution of said i attested consent | ; 2 
FAKE NOTICE tl rsigned will | -lasta fant, s assume all stockholders the dissolution po 
ipply to t Essex County Co on the 8th| ™e nan t Nordstrom. . the record | p ited by a _ the I 7 
I 7. 5-80 o'clock an. the Macl« an infant, now on file] ther nt record > fh 
rt House in the City of by her bur ral parent and guardian, 1 i y law rf e proceedi 1 are now on file ; 
for a jud Florence B “Nordstrom IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1! in my said office as provided by law. " 
. NEY E. NOSKIEWICZ, have hereto set my hand and af- TE. STIM NY WHEREOF, I have a reto § Sn 
‘ — for Plai fT, tixed my official seal, at Trenton, hereto set my hand and af- ( off : 
irving Gre eA this Twe h day of May, my official seal, at Trenton, tl 7 
i ng Ginsberg Seal) A.D one nine hundred Twenty- th day of May,| (Sea res one thousand nise b 
hs a 13, 20 $10.71 i tifty-s eee (Seal) , one shenanad nine hundred and fifty seven 
Irvin Kane ° EES Se ue iartee e and fifty-seven, EDWARD J ATTEN ° 
$4A North Bever Road REDUCTI OF ce Rene cee: EDWARD J. PATTEN, Nacvetabe of State 
tke Hiawatha, New Jersey K AND OF “API AL OF : - 2 si Secretary 0. State. ~ :¥ May 30, June ¢ 
 3--June 18. 20. 27. July 4 $18.90 “es at eee — | L-J.—May 30, June 6, 13 $21.60 “ 
— COR PORATION ——— 
; pene : eae STATE OF NEW JERSEY RS a eye i OF NEW S 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY “i PARTMENT OF STA are a ar aa or ee DEP: ENT OF § 
EPARTMENT OF STATE Shek ewe terse. [CATE OF DISSULUL iw. CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFIC. OF DISS 
CERTIFIC ATE OF DISSOLUTION . . I . t t — = anal 5 7 pith ioe i" shy i T to wh m 
SiGLGaT “AS Cathie Shines Sevakents anny ide a Sy 3. DIREC ye r 1 t u m these present? muy come,| To Hectiay ity to whom these presenta may come, saat 
see ome The B of reeting \ Ane fae ‘ 
wines fica casas Sen wes eabitantion 1 o : ew s on It appears to my satisfaction, WHE RE AS, It appears to my satisfaction, WHE i nEA oe, cae Gt 
by duly authe ic ated “record of the proceed- j 2th day does hereby resolve a Peres acl a" thereot a oo ae ae ah om Brose se ced “the v 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | “" 2 smanel a . atoeke egerntege! . anime commen a tl Bi ead z 
by the unanimous consent of all the etock- cage ce a 2 : ‘ aacsnalibesd f ive that 
holders ogg my wenn ie : fter set RI AL TY ( ORP OR ATION LIQUOR SHOP ated 
a corporation of tis State, ge forth, tl > iviss and nec- a corporation of this tS sce ts ae this State, whose , Principal > Monroe § Z 
mae eg Bo West Allendale of this corpor ; for the app beatin oF : le Borot ri of R she Sou pe | gis % ' a 
Ave! gh of Allendale, County ag aan wep ayes Jersey (Louis Paul (Paul | 
‘ : < i afore J I . f q 1 a 
of I New Jersey (Richard T. deceased: 1 and in charge thereof, agent therein ard in cl arge oe | Sa 





served), has por whom process may be served), 
s of Title 14,| complied with the requirements of Title if. 





res etmtaigs : said V f J Buhl, 
Hi; the agen therein and in “NOW, THER E FORE, BE IT RE- 


charge hneraar: upon whom process may be/ SOI NE D 


















eatved), has — ioe wie the ey and out- Revised orporations, General, of Revised Statutes i 

of itle 14, Cory yorations, General, of Re . corpora- ry to the l if New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 

Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the { } Dissolution of this Certificate of Dissolution Seo retarl 

issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 3, I, the Secretary of NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | = 

State of Rig voy or how si ae ae lecreased New Jersey, Do Hereby | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 

Certify “that the said cory poration did, on the r total of orporation did, on the ertify that the said corporat! ” did, on the |, 7 

Fifth day of J 9 file in my stock issued and 10 shares May, 1957, file in| Twenty-third day of May, 1957, file in stei OM: N 

yeaa RO Reade =e ae a ttnatel eons of such issued no par ed and attested consent | my office a duly executed and attested consent | ‘ " 
; issolution of said cor- ritias to the dissolution of said cor- : 





sent in writing to the dissplution of said 
corporation, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which d consent and the record 


all the stockholders | poration, executed all the stockholders 
the record | thereof, which said consent and the record 
now on file f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 





to accompl said 
er of issued and 
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of the proceeding atareeee d are now on file 
in my said oftice as provided by law. i A he ec y law. n my sai d office as provided by law 1" ? . 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 ft ‘ n, rry into caettant WHEREOF, 1 IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 7 
have hereto set my hand and af-| i : al this com- hand and af-| have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, r of this fixed my official seal, at Trenton fixed my ies Trenton, s b 
this Fifth day of June, A.D., and direct- Ty ith day of May, this MTwenty-thi of Mary, ae ~ 
Seal) one thousand nine hundred and : ; “company, (Sea yusand nine hundred | (Seal) A.D., one thouss hundred ith he 
fifty-seven. | o purchase f this com- ren. and fifty-seven. . 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, <. _— sebiek oY stabs PATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of , State. €°1 ef company > of $19,258.66 for State. Secretary of State. $ 
L.J.—June 13, 20, 27 $21.60) cach Rolacee ot wate (d.—duni $21.60 | L.J.—May 30, June 6, 13 $21.60 
| shaves who in have agr ad or will 
STATE OF NEW JERS*®Y | asree to se price STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF 
DBPARTMENT OF STATE per share, and that t ar irchased STATE OF NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMEN 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION he retired.”’ DEPARTMENT OF STATE CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE ‘| 
To all to whom these presents may come | In witness are corporation has CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION To all to whom these presents may come,| To all to whom thes: 
Greeting made this seal, and the to on nd whom these presents may come, | Greeting Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | hands of its 7 nt and secretary this | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction,| WHEREAS, It appear 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed-/ 15th day of Febri lary, 1957 : WHE RE AS, It appears to my satisfaction, | by duly authenticated record of the proceed-| by duly authenticated 2 
‘ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof) (srfar.) y du authenticated record of the proceed- | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | in for the volur 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock s/ CHARLES PATTERSON r the voluntary dissolution thereof | by the unanimous consent of all the etock-/| by the unanimous 
holders, deposited in my office that President oy the unanimous consent of all the stock- | holders, deposited in my office that holders, deposited ir 
THE BLUEBELL Attest nolders. deposited in that MAHWAH KNOLLS, INC. | 92 BROAI es 
a corporation of this State, whose principal; </ Kina Schmidt, Secretary UNITED DELIC2 N CO. INC. a corporation of this State, whose principal a corporation of this State, _ 
office is situated at No. 84 Washington Street,| sTATE OF NEW JERSEY ) i it i 786 Broad Street, | office is situated No. 15 Main Street, in| office is uated at No. ¢ 
in the of Hoboken, County of Hudson, ) ss Newark, County of| the City of Hac ack, County of Bergen, in the City of Newark 
State of New Jersey (Abraham M. Nickelsporn| COUNTY OF ESSEX ) (Irving Mandel-| State of New Jersey (Charles Weleck,| State of New Jerser (5 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, BE IT REMEMBERED, that on this 15th 1€ in and in charge being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | being the agent therein 
upon whom process may be served), ha! day of February, 1957, before me the sub- whom process may be served),/ upon whom process may be served), has/ upon whom Tien 
complied with the requirements of Title 14,| scriber, # Master of the Superior Court of with the requirements of Title | complied wi the requirements of Title 14, | complied wi 2 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes| New Jersey, personally appeared Edna E. s, General, of Revised Statutes | Corperations, General, of Revised Statutes | Corporation he 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | Schmidt, to me known and known by me to preliminary to the issuing | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | of New Jers sey lim 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. | be the Secretary of Buhl & Caffrey, Inc., a ate of Dissolution. of this Certificate of Dissolution. of this Certificate of Diss 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | corporation of New Jersey, referred to in EFORE, I, the Secretary of | NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | NOW, THEREFORE 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | the within Certificate of Reduction of Capi- the State of New Jersey Do Hereby | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby State of the State of 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the | tal Stock and of Capital, and known to me t rporation did, on the | Certify that =e said corporation did, on the| © said ¢ 
\ -seventh day of May, 1957, file in! to be the person who signed as attesting May, 1957, file in irst day of May, 1957, file in my} ; y 4 Rez 
my office a dul y executed and attested consent | witness to the execution of the said Certifi- a duly exec uted and attested consent | duly exe cuted and attested consent| my office a duly executed ¢ 
{n writing to the dissolution of said cor-| cate. and the said Edna E. Schmidt did|in writing to the dissolution of said cor n writing to the dissolution of said cor-| in writing to the Tag 






executed by all the stockholders| poration. executed by all the stockholders| poration, executed 





executed by all the stockholders | 


x I thereupon acknowledge that she was present | poratic 
which said consent and the record 


and saw Charles FE. Patterson, President of | thereof, which said consent and the record| thereof, which said consent and the record| thereof, which said 
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of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file| said Buhl & Caffrey, Inc., execute and f the proceedings aforeswid are now on file| of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file| of the proceedings 

a said office as provided by law. bo. the said Certificate and heard him | in my said office as provided by law in my said office as provided by law. | in my said office as provide 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1} acknowledge that he signed and delivered IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1) IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I} IN TESTI MONY 
have hereto set my hand and af-/ the same as the voluntary act and deed of have hereto set my hand and af- have hereto set my hand and af- have hereto set é 
fixed my official seal, @#t Trenton, | said Ruhl & Caffrey, Inc. and as his yvolun- fixed my official seal. at Trenton, | fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | fixed my officia 
this Twenty-seventh day ya aa | tary act and deed for the uses and purposes this Twenty-ninth day of May, this Thirty-first day of May, A.D., | this Twent) 

See A.D.. one thousand nine red | therein expressed. Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and/ (Seal) one thousand nine hundrea and/ (Seal) A.D., one 
and fifty-seven JAMES T. OWENS | and fifty-seven. | fifty-seven and fifty-seven 
EDWAKD J. PATTEN, Master of the Superior Court of EDWARD J. PATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN, EDWARD 
Becretary of State. New Jersey Secretary of State. | Secretary of State. | Secretary of 

Ld May 30, June 6, 13 $21. 60 | L.J.—May 30, June 6, 13 $46.08 'L.J.—June 6, 13, 20 $21.60! L.J.—June 13, 20, 27 $21.60 L.J.—May 30, June 
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BEFORE SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE The names of the Referees are abbreviated 
ROBERT H. DAVIDSON as follows: L-Lipkin; T-Tallyn; W-Weeians. —————— — - - 
PRE TRIALS | BOUTWINIK’S, Inc re. C, Bayonne: anita NEWLY FURNISHED AIR-CONDITIONED | BUSY LAWYER WANTS | 
MONDAY, JUNE 17 | wage 7 ‘s17, reo psccng Ph 629.84 | Practising Law Institute has | private office in Hackensack available with tant. Looking for a man 
Monday, June 17 e | eft, W.L.& T.: solr.’ Sol Weisoly; 6-3.| announced its 16th annual Sum- | other facilities to young attorney in exchange | practice for himself or 
10:30 -4-M.—-1008, 1078, 1081. [CHINTALL,” Wilbur, t/# Chintall Radio | mer Session which will include | {°" sm ee ee ee cite.” tee ee = 
O50 Ad io 19, , Me Furniture Co., Rt. #130 & Lincoln Ave., op Sean ce — 7 : 
11 gt gp ae ia wee Burlington; Invol.; Tefr. W.L. & T.; solr.|13 intensive, one-week courses. | ATTORNEY, PRACTITIONER, | SPECLAL- ve 
oi 4 38, Bel, 29, ve |  Bookbi nder & M.; 6-4. ER . in real est Middlesex County. «= 
ue June 18 mae HORNICK, Ruth, ind. & t/a Partner with | The sessions will be conducted in os : pe “peat Me = 
« J eben de « Jhoede | Nathan Hornick, t/a Hornick's ulty| New York City from July 8| 
A. UG, A085 De “ar d as Execut of Estate of : : 
Ai -1084 mtr 108 ‘y 46 | Nathan ge & tick, aeomneed, New Egypt; through August 9. Growing in 
>M (1084 & 1145 O94, 46 > ; 1 29 927 40.) ; : 
M671. ' coy or Sanhisvitle vy lah, $33.387-4" | importance and popularity each 
“ae roe Oy ain oenia ld Feinberg: 6-5. | year, the program is expected |. 
A.M.-1060, 1068, 1090 hat ieee’ Bes on at Py to attract some 1500 lawyers |: POR 
11:30 A.M.--1091, 1097, 1112, 1136 Newark: vol liab, $7,734. assets | fr ‘irtuallvy everv state in the | ——— 4 for atte ; 
2-00 PM 1069, 1083, 1092, 1093. Sn75 a WL&? ‘i gg! od a y fr om virtu ull} v 5 tate c TOUNG AEIORNEY i b ar ppt ML 
a Rag Bag Caruso: 6 nation and Canada. San arenty, iit Eanes tO! ae qu 1 
Thursdi June 20 | : ar » Box 286 
0.30 A.M 1088, 1099, 1120. a ee “These summer courses, each “Amazi ing op ty ee. se hse Mie Bess Be ne 
0 2 1» : ton Lakes = ‘ ‘ nd salary ete 
10:30 A.M 1077, 1102, 1110 < o>, r > reek’s re on, are at- aetna , 
1.30 AM 1067, 1128, 1134, 1241. $1,125; | rete of one week's duration, are at resuine t)—- EMPLOYMENT warm tr 
2:00 P.M. 906, 104%, 1107, 1125. SEW SUGAR HILL INC., 913 Broad st.,|tended by general practitioners, ee 
eo ae ee Newark; Chapt. XI fr « T.: | trial, labor, tax and patent spec- : ae. ATTORNE ¥ tn eee 
9:30 A.M.— Weekly ert tons, ete. | PACK-IT, 222. Pa ialists, and counsel for banks ae 
200 PLS WS7, 111 ‘. , ry, 2 07 : Seer 
ee ee, Oe ee 7 Hiab 809 1 18.07 and trust companies,” Harold P. GOING IN CIRCLES? ; 
BEFORE COUNTY JUDGE PARAVE, Eve Seligson, the Director, explained. ae for advance. 20 ad 
eae, eee ee ee “The typical enrollee is a suc-|™ ‘ramitted attor PRESENTLY PRACTICI 
lay Jur ‘ S re n 00 a + I x ’ r 
1:30 A.M.—-720, 762, 793. 6-4 cessful practitioner who has|;« nafite, Come} oe eee ees 
10:30 ALS 1101, 1138, 1139. \ ra j p ‘Id. Appl aa 
ei a age gi seh pig been at the bar more than 10)? . At ABBY | vice, desires " permanent 
ea at ae ae refr. W.L. & 7 years. Many are mature special-! view 7-2000 a8 eae " 
Doo PM Ong 076, 1122 6-6 . . “ 
Ww. Peg rte ts ROWE, Alan I 64 Nor 1 Ay w./ists who come to check their BAGRat nia 
4.M sv 1063, 1140 Orange vol ib, $16,139.99 isset s lias 9 grarking +} ALLSTATE COUNSELLON ‘Al 
10:30 A.M. 1047, 1074, 1095 S300; pefr, WL. & 4 “oh i ideas and working methods able on weekly 9a 
11:30 A.M.—1117, 1118, 1119, 1143. | finger; 6-6 against those of the experts who ATTORNEY__ADMITTI 
2 O00 oP ( é 2 ) 7, 1135. | ROW! Marion M 1 th dA : : . . ALORS miiis 
: 4 ; ~ oe seu oan es W Genet b 3,139.99 ‘“|leeture. The instruction is in- INSURANCE co. 1954. Veteran nee “ 
Thursday, June 20 apres rie ie Lada ay Woks es Irwin) tensely practical and emphasizes paella N= Ag 
9:50 ALM 1070, 1127, 1151. Goldfinger; 6-6 . P é MOUNTAIN AVE MURRAY HILL art 3 
10:30 A.M.—-10OS2, 1108, 1116. UNITED Fash In 100 Carroll st.,| What to do, how to do it and what J. Box 292 
11:30 A.M 1078 1096 & 1106), 1126 Trento vo al $41.2300.0 Asse oe »} =, . a 2 miles take Berkeley Heights 
2:00 P.M. 1124, 1130, 1133, 1137. | $13,875.94: 4 W.L.&T.: 8 P to watch out for. Frequently |?” Hill Road to Mountaia | A TTo 
00 P.M. 1086, 1087, 1114. & R.; 6 groups of lawyers from the same} a und t ‘ 
community drive to New York - - oo : 
together for one or more weeks, | , : 5 Ses PRES 
uestions and suggestions is en- 
Bergen District Court Summer Schedule often bringing their wives and ee , : nie 
€ abed. 
—_——— —___—__— hi "OY 7 ee Jour Tori ity a - - . 
eo ” : _,  |Children for a New York City) Expenses of attendance in a Bs 
All Motions, Small Claims, Aug. 19th—-Judge Schneider holiday. This group participation | a wijer nraor ‘ 
ERR Tae ier) An 11 | , : capil ic = 3 similar program have been held Box 294 
Tenancies and Civil Actions wi Aug. 26th—Judge Lynn facilitates the application of the|+.,, Zikic. tCisutatin ‘ 
be returnable at 9:30 A.M. in ‘ . tax deductible [Coughlin - v. OFFICE SPACE Way 
= = con as anni nen tiv “Bide The Court resumes its regular | Instruction to the problems Of Commissioner, 203 F. 2d 307 (2d 2 SPACE WANTED 
“tera e k grag Sie Cc a. calendars Wednesday, September their own communities. It also | Gir, 1953).] FOR SEPT OCCUPAN 
“ . re a anes a8 mi eo 4th and regular Motion calen-|cements friendships between petails of speakers, program ewk Binh of tne 
y ys . ) si “ oO x eve, arly > » y z 7 K > ai te ( " 
wi : : at 2: .M. in Room dars and traffic resume Septem-|™men who re gularly find them content and tuition fees will be : 
as IOHOWS.: _ ber 6th. selves on opposite sides in litiga-| forwarded on request. Inquiries FOR RENT - 
July lst—Judge Marini tion or negotiation. Many return | -yoyld be addressed to the Prac- at I 
‘ ee | artinrine i s nn ene : eR arts OR RENT ¢ | sont 
July 8th—Judge Malech _ LEGAL NOTICES = annually to participate in these | tising Law Institute, 20 Vesey conditioned of Di 
a : yrograms. . Lt ERT cc nie er as quir 19 Berge cu 
July 15th—Judge O’Dea Dated: June : I - A a ' Street, New York 7, N. Y. v ote Bergentine : 
ae ESTATE OF MICHAEL WISTUK, 4 s 1e schedule of courses anc d 
July 22nd—Judge Malech Pumnent te the-onket of SUDEAN. Mt nine ox LEGAL NOTICES : 
é : . FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of| dates are as follows: _| ROOM IN PROFES 
July 29th—Judge Galanti Essex, this day made, on the application of | “Pr er Dated: June 4, 1957 . nt 
. » undersigned, Executor of said deceased, Week of July 8-12 AY 4 Oi | UNDERHILI ° Pots 
Aug. 5th—Judge Galanti 5 fs rs & ESTA (vt IZABETH K. UNDERHILI 
ug. oth—vudge Gala eee. eee oe Pfubscriber Defending Criminal Cases ace 5 ncn (ie 1 HEN ACQUIRE 7 
a ; sa ed, eee ‘ : + ‘ursuant to the order of ADRIAN slate nhe ane 195 
Aug. 12th—Judge V Vanderwart mdet rs ion, their claims and Current Problems in Patent} porey. JR... si srrowate a a Gus e June 1 99) 
——— — 7 —— | demands against t estate of said deceased, Law E t ay made the application of 1. Se ty 
within six months from this Lah or B nga F sage o ed, Executor of said deceased, ‘++ ! St. | 
NORMAN N. POPPER |) eae gErecting, or) Week of July 15-19, eb alven, fo te, creditor, f | Mitvilt 2 sits 
° eG eas ARK Preparing and Settling Cases ae: a “tees sie ee FOR SALE 
REGISTERED PATENT i gs a Public Prosecutors , oe “ide 
ATTORNEY Passaic, N. J. Week of July 22-26, FOR SAI ATLA) b 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J.J 07" ss Min Soot ABiadats Trial Technique dg Reggae oe 
Mitchell 2-1406 ted: June 3, 1957 Estate Planning and Admin- F M Pra fer 
Services available to attorneys only sabes ADRIAN M istration » Ph x 13, 1 2 
of the County of Practical Problems in Labor | # rs ~ 
— — the applicatic ‘i 20, 27 v1 PHO O 
a er ae Relations = or tae lictat cp 
the creditors of Week of July 29-August 2, ce ete: May a8. 1008 iver ex a 
ROY GRIFFITH JONES subscriber ; aie STATE OF CHARLES W. HOOEY, dee Market 3-7938 me 3 
: hei ms and Medical Aspects of Litigation ise ; 
PATENT ATTORNEY ¢ ss eceased, aetEE er : : Pursua f ADRIAN M S 
: ghee Advanced Estate Planning te | Bt TE SET ¢ 
Formerly Patent Advisor, wi com is date or they iccnsiaell ies ete Ki 
y atred from prosecuting or secure "ansac 1S 
U.S. Gov., Dept. of the Army acre t oer sentaat the Sutinceiber: B ie erate ne » Tax 
Chamber of Commerce Bldg., -MARY LOUDEN usiness anda 1come ax P 
24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J. aaa = tea ee I ae Aspects of Real Estate 
Mitchell 3-6136 Clifton, N.J. Week of August 5-9 : 
Sab tan co clin Richa Sarina di Advanced Medical Proof \ 387 P 
Clinic in Internal Revenue " ae = 
1 Service Procedures and SERV ICES FOR LAWYER 
SAVE! Up to ] 3 on Lax Court ‘Trials HANDWRITING — EXI ern 6 
iisputed documents jowart agp 
Related courses are conducted SOPatk ow, New 8, N ‘ aes 
a * E = Cena gy vi 
Appellate Printing By Offset in sequence and many lawyers POM e @ ado 
spend several weeks in attend- rRANSLATIONS ‘is TECE MR ce 
As the originators, promoters and only practitioners of ance. For example, in trial work ne uae gs setae ie eet 


this method in the New Jersey state courts in the regular 
61,4 x 914 format, may we urge you to take advantage of this 
substantial and significant saving the next time you are tak- 
ing an appeal. 


JOSEPH B. TOBISH 


APPELLATE PRINTING 


52 WEST STATE STREET 
TRENTON 8, N. J. 
EXport 4-4645 - 3-6942 








All-State’s Line of Practice Forms 


We are privileged to cooperate with the New Jersey Bar. ALL-STATE forms 
are available EXCLUSIVELY TO MEMBERS OF THE LEGAL PROFESSION and 
are NOT sold through stationers or any other retail outlet. THIS IS FOR 
YOUR PROTECTION. 
COURT FORMS 





4080—Affidavit of Proof—Non Military 


20—Sub —ad Testifi Service Aff. 

F ae esau 4085—Notice To Take Oral Depositions— 
21—Subpoena—Duces Tecum—All Law Courts All Courts. 
Sie aerate INTERROGATORIES 


26—Stipulation of Dismissal 
30—Summons—County Courts 
31—Summons—Superior Court 
80—Aff. of Non-Military Service 
4010—Aff. of Physician in Proceedings to 
Approve Settlement 
4030—Warrant to Satisfy Judgment 
4040—Affidavit and Order for Wage Execution 
4050 and Complaint 
4050 Special—Summons and Complaint 
4 Count: 


420 P.D.—Interrogatories—Property Damage 
420 P.I.—Interrogatories—Personal Injury 
(4 Pages to set—Padded 50) 


MISCELLANEOUS FORMS 


3—Acknowledgment of Service 
5—Notes Promissory—book form 
6—Notes Series—book form 
83—Telephone Message Pad 
RE ee Real Estate Listing 
orm 
1510—Statement of Closing Title 
3520—Attending Physician's Report 
3540—Series Notes, 4 on page (with endorse- 
ment clause) 


i 





4055—Summons and Complaint—Auto P.D. 


4060—Notice of Application for Wage Execu- 
tion—with affidavit of service 


4065—Aff. of Proof of Property Damage 
to Automobile 3585—Dissolution of Trade Name 
4070—Summons and Complaint in Tenancy 3610—Annual Report by a Domestic Corp. 


— Samples and Catalog Sent on Request — 


ALL-STATE OFFICE SUPPLY CO. 


502 HIGH STREET, NEWARK 2, N. J. Phone MArket 4-5577 











week on Preparing and Settl- 
Cases is followed by Trial 
Technique, Medical Aspects of 
Litigation and Advanced Medical 
Proof. The popular program, Es- 
tate Planning and Administra- 
tion, is followed by a second week 
on Advanced Estate Planning 
which applies clinically the in- | 
struction which the first week 
offers. 

Classes are conducted in fully |} 
air-conditioned hotels, in com-| 
fortable, commodious quarters. | 
The typical program begins | 
Monday morning and concludes | 
Friday noon leaving evenings 
and week-ends free for recrea- 
tion and study. 

Over 150 practicing lawyers | 
will present the techniques | 
gleaned from long and successful | 
vears in their specialties. Em- | 
phasis is on the practical, with | 
preferred solutions to trouble- | 

| 
| 


a 


ing 


some problems analyzed and ex- 
plained. Many discussions are 
conducted by panels of experts. 
Audience participation through | 
| 








Z. H. POLACHEK 


Reg. Patent Attorney 


1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N. Y. 


Phone: LO. 5-3088 
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CREDIT REPORTS: 


NEW JERSEY BUREAU 


WILLIAM C. FAY, General Mano 
MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N- 
PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 
WIRE: Union, N. J. 


this date, or they 
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TITLE INSURANCE COMPAM 
OF NEW JERSEY 























































TITLES INSURED 
THROUGHOUT NEV JERSEY 
on the Certification 

of Authorized Attorneys 














A NEW JERSEY conPonaTil’ 
Serving New Jersey + Organized I te 






AGENCIES IN: 









tae Rernswich 
CampEN @ FREEHOLD @ Morristown @ New Barts 
Paterson @ Riversip—E @ Toms RIVER 


15 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell ae 
BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST., HACKEN 









